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ABSTRACT ■ . ' „ . ' „ 

A study was conducted to examine the extent to which 
program improvement fuijtis from Public Law 94-4 82 were used by states 
to aid state vocational education programs serving handicapped and 
disadvantaged students- -through research, 4 exemplary and innovative 
programs, curriculum development, vocational guidance and counseling^ 
and vocational education personnel training. Information was gathered 

•through a survey of state research coordinating unit (RCU) directors, 
in all states, with 100 percent participation. The study indicated 
that the 10 percent handicapped and 20 percent disadvantaged 
set-aside funds 1 were not generally used by most states. to fund 
program improvement programs $nd activities. This does not 
necessarily' suggest that the stated have not funded program 
improvement • activi^^p that had an impact upon special needs 
learners, nc>r thatt^he set-asidfes have t not been appropriately used as 

'basic grapts> to support tie excess costs of educating handicapped an 
disadvantaged ,.stud*ents in vocational education.* Future state funding 
policies should reflect increased collaboration among vocational 
education, special 'education, vocational rehabilitation, and. other 
agencies. Program efforts should be aiade to meet the need? of the 
handicapped and disadvantaged populations with ^potentially less ftfnds 
and funding sources. (The appendix contains brief ' abstracts df 
various program improvement projects funded by the states. \ (KC) 
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Foreword * 

Provisions for the evaluation and improvement of programs have ' 
historically been an integral component of federal and state 'educational' 
" legislation. Both Public Law 94-142 (The Education for AIT Handicapped 
Children Act of 1 975) and Public Law 94-482 .(The Education Amendments 
of 1976 - Title II: Vocational Education) contain 'numerous provisions for 
personnel development; support for programs, and research and develop- 
ment activities. These provisions "serve to stimulat/ and regenerate the 
development; dissemination; and adoption of new ideas, techniques, - and 
materials for the fields of special education and vocational education.' 

' The study presented herein was designed, to examine, the extent to 
/hich , program' improvement 'fur^s from Public Law 94-482 were used by 

states to also address anotfojr IPority.for state vocational education pro-* 

,» t 

grams serving handicapped and disadvantaged students. ' More specific^"" 

. i v 

ajly, Subpart 3 of Public law 94-482 allows states to use funds for re- 
search,, exemplary and ' innovative _ programs, curriculum development, 
vocational -gi^idance^ and • counseling , .and vocational- education personnel 
training. Grants' for these programs are described in the legislation as 
"program improvement and supportive services." Twenty percent- (20%) of 
the federal funds received by ' a state for vocational education is /to be 
spent for these purpose's., Simultaneously, ten percent (10%) and twenty 
percent (20%) of the funds are to be spent- for the excess costs of pro- 
viding vocational education tp handicapped and", disadvantaged* 4 students 
respectively. Under the/law, the 10% and/20% set-aside funds can be used 
for either direct programs and services or program improvement and 
supportive' services. , . \ ' "• 



•State 'and local administrators " of vocational and special education 
programs should find this s.tudy useful in describing how' the set-asride 
fiends have been spent for special population groups in vocational educa- 
tion over'the last, three years. The Appendix includes brief abstracts of 
the various program improvement projects funcfed by the states. The' LTI 
project is indebted to Dr. James P. Greenan for managing and conducting 
this study. Appreciation is 'also extended to vR. Brian Gobb and Ms. 

* m 

. ✓ I 

^ Laurie Batchelor for their efforts ift developing and editing 'the abstracts. 

» ~- 

m Dr. George Hagerty of the U.S. Office of Special Educatipn was helpful in 

* 

planning the study. The comments made by the reviewers were extremely 
helpful in Pfifparing th<£ final report: , Dr. Wesley Budke, Director; 
National Center 'for Research in Vocational Education Clearinj^ot/se , The 
Ohio ^Stale University;. Dr. Rupert N. Evans, Bureau of Educational 
Research, University of Illinois; Dr. John S. Washburn, Manager, Re- 
search and Development^ Department of Adult, Vocayonal and Technical 
Education, Illinois State Board of Education; Dr. Ronald McCage, »Direc- 
tor, Vocational 'and . Technical Education Consortium 'of States, Southern 
' Association of- Colleges. and Schools; Dr. William Eddy, Equal .Opportunity 
Specialist, Office for Civil Rights, U.S. Department of Education; Dr. 
Addison .S.' Hobbs, State Director, Division o\ Vocational-Technical Edu- 
cation, Maryland State Department of/ Education; , and Ms., Barbara H. 



Kemp, Education Program Specialist Jfor the^ Disadvantaged, Office of 

Vocational and 'Adult Education, U.S. Department of Education. The LTI 

' * i > 

£iaff is also extremely grateful to the. State Research Coordinating Unit 

Directors for their cooperation and ^ssistance in the data collection phase 



of the s£udy. In addition,, the. staff would also, like to than-k Ms. Nancy 
-N^chum Vor her effort jn typing and Ms. Barbara Macikas for proofreading 
the repirt. Dr. Janet Treichel. was instrumental in the production, and 
dissemination of this report. 

s . ; . / 

„ ' L. Allien Whelps, DirectV 

'Leadership Training Institute/ 1 * \ ,y 
Vocational and Special Education . /■ ' 

» * « . 

4 ' * 
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Introduction . 

- Several recent significant pieces of federal .legislation have estab-' 
lished the "rights of special needs learners to a free and appropriate 
public educatio^^fPtJblic Law 93-112, The Rehabilitation *Act of 1973 
Sections 503 and 5^4; ^Public Law'93-203, ^fhe Comprehensive Employment 
and Training Act of 1 973; Public Law 94-142, The Education for All 
.Handicapped Children Act of 1 975)."" These initiatives have increased 
educaticmal and employment opportunities for all special populations. At 

^ the -national, state/ and local levels 'more emphasis has been placed on 
expanding the availability of vocational education instruction and support 
services to handicapped and^ disadvantaged (including I imifed-Engl ish 
proficiency) learners. * — 

A major thrust in vocational education B has been to.pr^ide special* 
needs learners with individualized education programs (IEP) within least 
restrictive environments (LRE) as mandated by Public Law 94-142. Publifc 
Law.. 94-482 (The Education Amendments of 1 976 - Title .II: Vocational 
Education) v\friich amends Public Law 88-2T0 (The Vocational Education Act 
of 1$63) and^Public Law 90-57^ (The Vocational /Education Amendments of 
1 968) has reinforced these activities by proclaiming tha\ states should use 
vocational education funds to assist handicapped individuals so that they 
can participate in regular vocational education programs to the "maximum 
extent possible," ' 

To achieve this end, handicapped and disadvantaged students should 
be "mainstreamed" into vocational programs where they are educated with 
their "normal" peers Extra support artd supplemental services are 

* heeded by both students and" teacher's in programs to 'accomplish this 



goal. Supplemental services may include: assignment of special education 

personnel- to the class*, special program modifications., special remedial 

instruction, counseling, and other services ^provided to handicapped r or 

disadvantaged students in regular vocationar programs. However, pro- 

viding instructional arrangements and services such as lEPs artd LREs for 

^ * 

special needs students generally costs~ more than traditional education 
programming. ' * 

• * 

Public Law 94-482 has provided set-^side funds specifically for the 

* ' ) 

vocational education of special needs learners. * The law has mandated 
•that: *' s ' , 

/ 

For each fiscal year, at least 10% of each states allotment under 
. Section f03 shall be used to pay 50% of the cost of vocational 
education for handicapped persons. Far each fiscal year, at least"* 
20% of each state's allotment under Section shall be used to 

pay 50% of th£ cost pf vocational education for disadvantaged 
persons (other than handicapped persons) ,. for person^ who have 
limited-English speaking ability, anql for providing stipends 
authorized" under section 120(b) -(1) (G) (Section 110). 

These funds are to be used^ primarily for basic grants (Subpart 2) which 
ar.£ y flow^through funds to local education agencies to support the excess 
costs of educating special needs learners in regular vocational-programs . 
The funds may also be- used to support research and development activi- 
ties designed to impact vocational programs for handicapped' and disadvan- 
taged students. 

• - v 7 ■ 

Subpart 3 (Program Improvement and Support Services) of Publ ic 
Law 94-^82, Part A, lists, defines, and describes' the* areas in which 
set-aside funds may be used for improving vocational programming of 
handicapped and disadvantaged learners . ' Areas of funding under P70- 
"gram improvement^ and support ^ervices may include: m research, exem- 
plary and innovative programs, curriculum development, vocational guid- 
ance and counseling, and vocational education personnel training. 



V 



'Generally, the state education agencies have v fle^ibi)ity in the Ways 
they distribute the 'set-aside funds for program improvement and support 
services purposes. .Local education agencies, individuals, institutions of 
( higher education, aftd research and development firms are among the 
.eligible recipients of these funds. .Proposals are commonly funded based, 
on the perceived areas of need within the states. The needs may be 
identified by informal procedures or by formal methods such as .statewide' 
needs assessments and evaluations., Therefore, it is expected that thfcl^ 
will be variation among the 1 states in the types and amounts of funded 
proposals • * 

, % A few -investigations .have attempted- to- identify or assess policy 

regarding the funding of program improvement and support services 

activiti^^n vocational, education-. Budke and Magisos (1 978). identified 

the research^ exemplary and innovative programs, and curriculum 

development projects that have been funded by the 'states with Subpart 3 

funds. However, vocational guidance and counseling and .vocational 

education personnel training projects were not identified. In addition, 

mo^t states have not reported (i.e., do not report phojects to dissenina- 

tion networks such as the National Center for Researph in Vocational 

• t * - * 

-Education, but are reported in the states' accountability reports) those 

program improvement projects which* are funded in whole or ift part using 

the handicapped and disadvantaged set-aside funds. / 

The Abt Study P (1 981) investigated 'the pattern of expenditures and 

service delivery issues with 'respect to the use of the handicapped and 

disadvantaged set-aside funds. The. general conclusions were that the 

set-aside funds were "clearly meeting 4oe congressional intent" of provid- 

4 

ing vocational -education funds to these populations. However, thef Abt 
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Study deaJjU-wit^ a 'sample of only 15 states and the findings -did ^oot 
relate "to spec^^criteria or a framework, such as statewide or national 
neec^s assessments or* evaluations for determining the appropriateness and 
effectiveness of the projects. Several needs assessments and policyassue 
and problem studies focusing on the needs of special needs learners, have 
suggested the importance of program improvefnent activities to deal with 

problems such as interagency cooperation and Agreements, persQjnnel 

♦ v 

preparation and development, funding and fiscal policy, service delivery 
and program alternatives, and program evaluation and improvement. 

Specific areas of concern have* ijicluded^: vocational ^assessment; individu^ 

S 

alized education programs; least restrictive environment; identification of- 
students; and facilities, material's, and equipment, modification (Davis and 
Ward, 1978; Hpward, 1^979; Phelps and Thornton, .1979; Creenan and- 

Phelps/l 980) . , m * 

In summary, the research literature contains few studies that are 

. concerned with .how states are u^ing their handicapped and disadvantaged 

set-aside funds provided by Public Law 94-482 'to improve and expand 

voda^nal education opportunities for special needs learners. 'Further, in 

i * 

, those studies that do exist, minimal information is provided which relates 
what is being funded to assessed needs. However, as funds hecome more > 
scarce and fiscal efficiency becomes *hore< important, the states will need 
to develop improved funding policies and incre^singJy coordinate program 
improvement planning, assessment, and 'activities. ^ 

Statement of the Problem . \ ** \ 

The central problem investigated in this study was' to>determine\ the 

*■ \ . 

extent to which the 50 states,. District of Columbia, antitrust territories 

\ - ■ ' ' . . ' ' • ' - 

Q - I'll ' 



(Amerfcan Samoa, Guam, Northern Mariana' Inlands, Puerto Rico, Trust 

Territory of , the Pacific Islands, and"' Virgin Islands) have used their 

Public Law 94-482 ' set-aside funds (10% handicapped and 20% disadvan-. 

* * 

taged) to* support program improvement projects and activities. The 
specific research problem was to, identify the re-search; ,exempjery and 
innovative programs, curriculum development, v^ational guidance s an^ 
counseling, and vocational education personnel "training .projects that have" 
been funded ' during fiscal years 1973, 1 980, and 1981. In addition, t-he 
extent to which federal set-asid£ funds and matchina state and local 
funds were used .to support program improvement activities was inves- 
tigated. ' 

It was not the intent of, this study ;to identify all state programs' and 
activities^ which impacted upon special needs ^earners. For example, 
Subpart, 3 fund^ which may have been used to support projects that 
impacted upon handicapped and disadvantaged students but % were not 
counted as set-asides were not examined. Only those projects and 
activities that were 'specifically funded with 'the 10% handicapped and'20% 
disadvantaged set-aside funds were investigated. In addition, this study 
did not attempt to, assess the effectiveness of the projects nor determine 
Xhe levels or focus of funding q£ basic grants to LEA$. 

' v ' - • '" 

Objectives of the«StUdy 
t ■ \ 

The following objectives were developed* to resolve the central pro- 

blem of this study: ji 

I. Determine the extent to \vh' ch research, exempjary and innova- 
tive programs, curriculurt development, vocational guidance and 
counseling, and vocational education personnel 'trailing projects, 
were funded by the stages using the 10% handicapped and >20% 
disadvantaged set-aside 'funds during fiscal years 1 979, 1 980/ 
' . and 1981 . * , { . 



F 



ll. Assess, the federal set-aside ancT matching state 
funding, levels of ttie projects. 

J 1 1 . Determine the scope *6f the program improvement and support 
services projects. ' ' ^ 

, IV. Identify several program' improvement projects and develops 
abstracts. 



Research Questions. ,/ 



- The foirdwirjd ^eSsarch. quesfio'ns were ; 'developed *to athieve the 
< objectives 'of this study: ■ . s ' , ' 

1 . HsqV many RESEARCH projects were, furrcjed by the -states using 
. _ -the 10%' handicappfed \ and.. .2.0% ' disadvantaged set-aside funds; 

and what, were the local, state*,* anqf federal funding' levels of 
4 , the projects durfog fiscal years 1 979% 1 980,/Tand 198V? 

2. How many EXEMPLARY ' AND INNOV-ATJVE PROGRAM, projects 
'were funded by the" states Msing'the 1% handicapped and 20% 

' # . , disadvantaged set^-aside' funds;"' and what" were the local' state, 
and federal 'funding, levels of the projects during, fiscal years 
' 1 979, 1980,/and 19812 , * * * 

3. ' How rr&f$ CURRICULUM/DEVELOPMENT proje<fts were funded 

by the states using the 1 0% handicapped and^20% disadvantaged 
.setrasicle funds; and what*were the local, state, and federal 
funding ^levels of. the projects during fiscal years 1979, 1980, 
" 'and 19812 . - 

U.^ How many VOCATIONAL CUIDANCE AND COUNSELING projects 
' were funded by ,the states ^usjng the 1 0% 'handicapped and 20£ 
* . ' disadvantaged 'set-aside funds; and -what were the 'local, state, 
• and federal funding levels of the projects during fiscal years 
1 979, 1980, and 1981? _ ^ 0 



How <nany VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PERSONNEL TRAINING 
projects were funded by the states using th»10%* handicapped 
and 20% disadvantaged §e4-aside funds; and what were the 
local , state , and federal funding levels of the projects tjuring* 
fiscal year's 1 979 / 1 980 , and 1981? 

What content, program, or problem areas were addressed by the 
program improvement and support services projects 'funded by 
the states using the 10% handicapped and 20% disadvantaged 
set-aside funds ^during fiscal ye^rs 1 979, 1 980, angl 1981? 



Significance of the Study * t T 

* Program imprqvetffent projects and activities are essential 'for improv- 
ing and expanding vocational education opportunities' for special needs' 
learners. The'se activities assist in generating new knowledge, developing 

new programs jshdi curriculum for enhancing the career development of 

» * » 

* handicapped, and .disadvantage^ students, and training personnel to worlj 

with speciai needs students. As special heeds students are increasingly 

> . t 

'placed in regular vocational programs, the* need for appropriate and 
effective program improvement activities will become ever? more significant. 

J ' ' • ' 

This study contributes to the body of knowledge in vocational educa- 
tion funding policy by providing data arad information which identify the^ 
program improvement projects states have funded* using t;he 10% handi- 
capped and 20% disadvantaged set-asides t in the areas of research, exem- 
pjary and . \ nnovative programs, curriculum development, vocational 
guidance and m counseling , and vocational education personnel training:.* 
ArT^lysis of the activities and funding levels of the projects supported, 
during fiscal years -1 979, 1 980, and 1981 provides an ^indication ' of the 
patterns v of^ funding and the extent to *which specific areas of need are or 
are not J|^^Hfafcp^d ressed -within the states and across' the nation. 

r Tfi€M8?fa and information should be helpful to policy and decision- 

makers including: state directors of vocational and special education, 

state consultants for vocational special needs education (handicapped and 

disadvantaged) state^ directors of compensatory education, state directors 

of bilingual education , research coordinating unit directors and their 

staffs, teacher educators, local education agency personnel , individuals 

■ ■ ■ * <, 

from public ,and private research firms, and 'others who are generators 

and consumers of program improvement projects and activities . The 



# 



information coOFd be useful for activities such as planning needs assess- 
ments, developing RFPs, or evaluating . existing program improvement 



projects, 



y 
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^ . ^ Research Procedures 

Tbj,s study used several research procedures to achieye the major 
objectives and enswer \h* research questions. The procedures included: 
the development of a survey instrument, selection of a population, collect- 
iop of fiata 4 , aftd- analysis of the data. The research procedures occurred 

. over a five-month peri6d. „ 

if — ; *' 

\ 

I nstrumentation 
* 

A six-p^ge survey instrument was developed to collect the necessary 
data in- this study (see Appendix A). The coyer page asked the Re- 
search^ Coordinating- Unit (RCU) directors to provide their nances, 
addre$s€?s„ and telephone numbers. The instrument also provided the 
.respondents with step-by-step instructions, including ^n example, for 
completing J the survey. Five, different survey forms were contained in the 
instrument' and included 'the program improvement areas of research, 
exemplary ancTt innovative programs, curriculum development, vocational 
guidance and* fdun^fjng, and vocational- education personnel training. 
The directors were v asked to. list on each of the survey forms project 
titles for "fiscal years 1 979, 1980, 'amd 1981, and tHe .federal set-aside and 
matching state and Ipcal funding levels of each project. 

Population * ' • 

The population for this study consisted of the RCU directors from the 
50 states,. District of Columbia, American Samoa, Guajpi, Northern Mariana 

r * 

Islands, Puerto Rico, Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands, and the 
Virgin Islands. 



Data fcolltectton ' . 

' The RCU directors' rvames £rtd addressed were drawn from the cur- 
rent nationat RCU directory. The surveys and cover letters (see 
Appendix B)' were mailed in mid-October 1*980, and were- lo 'be returned 
by mid-November ' 1 980 . The RCU directors were also requested to in-' 
elude abstracts foi^each project listed on the survey forms. The initial, 
response rate was 58%. A follow-up letter; (see Appendix C) - and another 
survey was mailed to each non*-respondent during the ''third week of 
November 1 980 and was to -be .returned by 'the .third week of December 
1 980. . The f<5l low-up increased the response rate to* 82%, During th<* 
second week of^ January 1981/ a telephone follow-up was conducted; 
requesting each non-respondent to return his survey. The* data collec- 
tion process was concluded during mid-March 1981. The final response 

w a t 

rate was 100%. The data collection process occurred over a four-month 
period. 

, r * 

M 4 

^Data Analysis s v 
~ f 

The data obtained* from each of the surveys ^werd collectively anaJ- 

yzed across the states and territories. m Descriptive data^tables >Y(ere 

generated for each of tha> research questions. The tables specifically 

provide information with respect to the numbers of projects; federal 

♦ 

set-aside and matching state and local funding.! levels; and the scope 4 o/ 

the program improvement projects that were funded during fiscal years 

*1 979, 1 980, and 1981. The tables generally provide ah overall view of 

♦ 

, the kinds of projects that states have funded using the 10% haodicapped 

and 20% disadvantaged set-aside funds. In addition, a representative 

sample of abstracts .were selected and. edited from those provided by the 

h f 

. - 

* 10 1 , 



RCU directors. The abstracts -provide information regarding • some \of the 
content; program^ or problem areas addressed by the projects. 'The 
abstracts were not selected using specific evaluative criteria. \ Rather, 
the abstracts were selected and included b^sed <on an overall breadth of 

m 

topicaL ^reas. . *•* 



•i ■ 



Findings 



The purpose, of this study was to determine the extent to which the 
states have ,used> ; Public Law! 91-182 10% handicapped and 20% disadvan^ 
taged set-aside funds to support program improvement projects and activ- 
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i ties • Fifty-seven states, and territories ware surveyed. • Tbe data that 
were collected focused specifically on the major objectives and *rese~arch 
questions developed in this study. Therefore, the following drscussiop^f 
t-he findings and Tables 1-11 are concerned with the major objectiV&^nd 
research questions of this study. ^ 

Objective I : Determine the extent to which Research, exemplary and 
innovative programs, curriculum development, vocational 
guidance and counseling, and vocational education/ person- 
nel training projects were funded by the states using the 
"10% handicapped and 20% disadvantaged set-aside funds 
during fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1981.. 

Objective II : Assess the .federal set-aside and matching state and local 
funding levels-of the projects, 

low many RESEARCH projects were funded by'-.the States 
using" the 10% handicappeb and 20% disadvantaged set-aside 
finds; and v/hat were the local, state, and- federal funding- 
level's of the projects during »fisc6l years 1979, 1980, and 
'1981? 

'"The research projects funded by the states using /the 10% handicap-' 
* * I * 

ped and 20% disadvantaged set-askje funds during fiscal years 1 979, 1 980, 
arrti 1981 Sre presented in Table 1. Twenty-five of the 57 states and 
territories funded \ at least one research project witK^h^ sel-asides 
during fiscal yea rs\ 1979,^980, and 1981. Sev^n states did not provide 
data on the number of prqjects they "funded. However, from the, data 

i 

^available, a total - ofl92 research projects were funded during the three- 



year period. ^Twenty-four projects were funded during* each of fiscal 
* years 1 979 ancJ 1981 Whrile ^ substantially larger number "pM) of projects 

i 13 . A3 



» , / 

.• * TABLE 1 

, RESEARCH PROJECTS THAT WERE FUNDED BY THE STATES USING THE 
' ] , v SET-ASIDE FUNDS DURING FISCAL YEARS 1979, 1980, AND 1981 



State 



FY 1979' 



FY 1980 



FY 1981 



. Alaska 
Arkansas 
California 
Colorado 
Florida 
Idaho' 
lllihois 
Indiana 

Iowa — 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Maine 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Minnesota 

New Jersey 

New York . 

North : Dak(5Ta 

Ohio > \ 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Rhode Island 

South Carolina 

Texas 

Virginia * 

All States 



-i ' 



0 



24 



0 



0 



0 



15 



0 



0 



0 



a 



44 



0 



0 



0 



0 



0 



0 



0 



0 



24 



Total 



1 1 



21 



2. 



92 



N = 57 . \ ' * • 

n =.25 (states thanfupdecl at least one (1 ) project during the three-year period) 

— = data not available _ . 



were funded in fiscal year 1980. This increase, was probably cagsed by 
the larger number of projects" # funded by Indiana (15) during fiscal year 
1980. Indiana reported the greatest "number of projects funded (21) 
during the three-year period. However* # while Indiana funded a larger 
number of projects with the set-aside* than the other; states, all of their 
projects were reportedly jointly funded with non-special needs monies 
(i.e. Subpart 3 fuhds not 'counted as set-asidee and other funding 
sources). Indiana's set-aside funds arje generally infused with programs 
and activities that are designed for all students. This type 0/ -funding 
policy is probably" practiced in several Qther states. Illinois, New Jersey, 
Arkansas, and Kentucky also funded several research projects using the 
set-asides. These five states supported ' 59% of all the funded promts.. 

r Table 2 illustrates the federal set-aside and matching state-and local 
funding levels of"the research projects funded during fiscal years 1.979, 

f 

1 980, and 198T. A 'total, of $4,609,825 of combined federal set-aside and 

4 

matching 'state and local funds was used to support research projects 
during the three-year period by, the 23 states reporting data. For each 
fiscal year , the federal set-aside represented the largest furrding source 
and the state funds the smaljest funding source. Several states funded 
research projects with only the federal set-asides. 

In summary, most states have not u$ed their federaj/handieapped 
and disadvantaged set-aside funds 'and matching state and local funds to 
support research projects and activities relative to the vocational 'educa- 
tion of special needs learners. However, of the 25 states that 'have 
funded projects, the federal set-asides generally, represented the largest 
portion of fundiVig,* ' J 
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TABLE 2 

FEDERAL SET-ASIDE AND MATCHING STATE AND LOCAL FUNDING LEVELS OF THE RESEARCH PROJECTS 
THAT WERE FUNDED DURING FISCAL YEARS 1979 1980 AND 1961 



S'afe 


4 


F 1 


979 






FY 


I960" 








r 1 


1981 








Local 


State 


Federal 


Total 


Local 


State 


Federal 




Total 


Local 


State 


F^avrdl 


Total 


Total ' 


Alaska 


_ 0 


0 


S6 650 


S6 650 


0 


0 


0 




0 * 


C 


0 


0 


0 


S6 650 


Arvartsas 


4 S6 8 1 8 


0 


S28 025 


S34 843 


S665 


0 


S3 7 068 


S37 


733 


0 


0 


S71 813 


$71 813 


SM4 389 


CaMo^ nta 






S620 290 


S620 290 


0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 


0 


' 0 


S620 290 


Colorado 


0 


0 


S49 96 7 


S49 967 


0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


* 

S49 967 




0 


0 


S20 000 


S20 000 


0 


0 


S 1 70 2 70 


Si 70 


?70 


c 


0 


0 


0 


S190 270 




0 


0 


S 1 Ot 5 


S t 01 5 


* 0 


\ o 


S6 443 


S6 


443 


0 


0 


0 


* 0 V 


S7 468 




S 1 7 62 7 


0 


S204 370 


$221 997 


S20 328 


0 


S323 22i 


S343 


64 9 


0 


0 


S235 840 


S235*S40 


S801 386 


Indiana 


0 


• 0 


S6 540 


S6 540 


0 


0 


S 1 09 613 


Si 09 


613 


* 0 


0 


S66 7 20 


S66 720 


S162 873 


fowa 
















A 






■ 


- " 






Kansas 


S7 500 


0 


S7 500\ 


Si 6 0C0 


0 


0 


0 




0 


ST3 483 * 


0 


Sl$ 204 


S30 687 


S45 687 , 


Kentucky 


■S 1 0 8^2 


0 


S2i_'2 78 


S32 120 


• S5 287 


0 


S2i 554 




84 1 


S72 045 


0 


S86 62 7 


S 1 58 672 


S21 7 633 




0 


0 


$1^000 


Si 000^ 


0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


si ooo 


Ma f yiand 


0 


0 


S43 .430 


S43 430 


0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


-S43 430 


Massachusetts 


S83 866 


0 


S300 000 


S383 866 


0 


0 


$300 C?00 


S300 


000 


0 


0 


S400 000 


S400 ooo 


SI 0§3 866 


Mtnnesota 


A 0 


S20/3 7 2 


S22 387 


S43 259 


0 


$10 146 


S2i 383 


S3 1 


525 


0 


f 


S12 976 


S 1 2 976 


S87 764 


New vex*. 


0 


^1*458 


S316 427 


S322 885 


0 


S6 600 


S93 500 


stoo 


000 


o . 


0 


0 


0 


S422 885 


New Jersey 


0 


0 


S 1 7 080 


Si 7 080 


0 


0 


S71 604 


S71 


604 


0 


0 


$111 1 30 


S \ 1 1 1 30 


< S199 814 


Notfh Oavota 


0 


0 

V* » v 


-l\P 


^ 0 


0 


0 


S3 950 


S3 


950 


0 


0 


StO 241 


StO 241 


S14 191 




, i 0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


S35 000 


S36 


000 


0 


0 


S35 000 


S35 OOO 


$70 000 


Oegor 


' 0 


' 0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


S71 294 


Sfi 


294 


0 


0 


0 


0 


S7>-294 


Peo^sytvarna 


•) • 


St 1 602 


S"l 06 268 


Si 1 7 870 


0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


$1 1 7 870 


RtKXJe (stand 


/ 0 

/ 


0 


S 10 51 7' 


S 1 0 51 7 


0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


S 1 0 517 


^>jth Carolina 


0 


0 


"_ 0 . 


0 


p 


c 


0 




0 


0 


0 


S8 734 


S8 ^34 


se 734 


Jexas 


/ 


0 


S80 14 1 


SSO 141 


0 


o 


^S13t 716 


S131 


7 16 


0 


0 


0 


0 


52 1 1 86 7 


Vrg,nia 




























-<\ _ 


ah Stages 


S126 653 
* f 


S38 932 


51 862 885 S2 028 470 


S26 280 


S6 500 SI 342 616 S 


1 439 


542^ 


S86 628 




$1 291 1 25 S 


14 1 768 


S4 609 825 



N - 57 ' 

n » 25 'stages that funded at if*as? one f 1 1 project duf'ng {he three year period) 4 
— - data not a^a-tafcie 
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. 2., How many EXEMPLARY AND INNOVATIVE PROGRAM prefects 
were funded by the states using the 10% handicapped ank" 20% 
disadvantaged set-aside, funds; and what were the loeal, slate, 
,and federal funding levels of the projects during fiscal years 
1 979, 1980, and 1981? [ 



The exemplary and * innovative program projects funded by the states 

using the 10% handicapped and 20% disadvantaged set-^&ide funds during' 

fiscal years 1 979, 1 980, and 1981 are presented in Table 3. Twenty-two of 

-the 57 states funded at least one exemplary and innovative program 

project with the set-asides during- fiscal years 1 979, 1 980, and 1^*81. Six 

states did '-not provide data- on the number of projects they 'funded. 

However, '.from the data available, it appears that 3 'total of 106/exemplary 

arrd- innovative program projects were funded during the three-year 

period. Fifty-two projects were funded during fiscal year j^ 79 < wh *'le 

considerably fewer projects were funded for each of fiscal years 1 980 and 

f 

1981: Texas reported the largest number o'f projects fundeti (27) during 
the three-year period. Illinois, New Jersey, and Alaska also funded a 
relativeJy large number of exemplary^ and innovative program projects, 
fhese four states funded 63% of all the projects. 

Tabled illustrates the federal set-asid^ and matching state and local 
funding levels of the exemplary and innovative program projects funded 
during fiscal years 1 979, 1 980, <and 1981. A total of $5 ,932 ,805 of com- 
bined 'federal set-as*de and matching state and local funds was used to 
support exemplary and innovative program projects during the three-year 
period by the 18 states reporting data-. For each fiscal year, the federal 
set-aside was the largest funding source and the state funds the smallest 
funding sources. Most states used only federal set-aside monies to fund • 
exemplary and inpoyative program projects for, 'the handicapped , and 
disadvantaged. < 
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EXEMPLARY AND ItHoVATIVE P^GRAM PROJECTS THAT WERE FUNDED BY ^ , 
THE STtftES USING THE SET-ASIDE^FtJNDS DURING FISCAL^EARS 19Z9, 1980, AND 1981 

State FY 197^ FY 1980 I ^FY fc981 Total * 

Alaska 1 3 • 6 10 ^ 



* Arizona ■ 0 J - ; 3 % . 0 

Florida 2 1 ■> 3 



Idaho '10 0 



Illinois 10 4 4 18 



Indiana. 4 0 0 4 ^ 

Iowa 



Kansas * 4 2 0 6, 

Maine — -r — — 

Marylan0 4 1 - 0 ><*5 

Massachusetts * — — , , — 



& — 



Michigan » 1 f\ 0 0 

Minnesota 1 0 '0 



New Jersey 2 - 3 -7 -12 

New Mexico v 0 * 1 1,2 



North Dakota , 1 > 0 0 

Ohio , — — [ — 

Oregon — — , _ 



Rhode Island 8 f *b 

South Dakota 1 0 



*exas • 1 2 15 0 ' 27 

Virginia — — — v — 



AH Statas > 52 33 21 106 

N = 57 = 

n = 22 (states that funded at least one (1 ) project during the three-year period) 
— = data not available 
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TABLE 4j0 

t FEDERAL SET-ASIOE AND MATCHING STATE AND LOCAL FUNDING LEVELS OF THE EXEMPLARY AND INNOVATIVE PROGRAM PROJECTS 
THAT WERE FUNDED DURING4ISCAL YEARS 1979. 1980. AND 1981 



State 

V 






— r 


-*» FY 


1979 










FY 


1980 








* 

FY 


981 










Local 


State 


• Federal 




Total 




Local 


Stite 


" Federal 




Tojal 


Local 


State 


Federal 


'Total 


Total' 


Alaska 




• 


o 


0 


$6 508' 


$6 


508 




0 


/ 0 


$33 606 


$33 


606 


0 


0 


$162 500 


$162 500 


$202 614 


Arizona 






0 


0 


0 




0 




0 


/ 0 


$164 690> 


$164 


690 


0 


0 


0 

* 


' 0 


$164 690 


Florida 






0 


0 


S80 000 


$80 


000 




0 


/ 0 


$ 1 0 000 


' $10 


000 


0 


0 


► $78 853 


$78 853 


S168 853 


Idaho 






0 


0 


Sto ooo 


$10 


000 




0 


/ 0 


0 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


$ 1 0 000 


Hlwo*s 




$484 


055 


0 


$625 450 


$1 109 


505 




$196 332 J 


0 


$305 827 


$502 




$52 U§ 


0 


$243 099 


S295 235 


$1 906 899 




























1 












Indiana 






0 


0 


$i oo Ooo 


SlQO 


000 




V 


0 


* 0 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


$ 1 00 000 


Iowa 








- 


_ - 




- 






- 


- 




- 


- 


- 


- 


- 




Kansas 




^S65 


385 


0 


$69 327 


$134 


7 1 2 




$35 163 


0 


$38 1 17 


$73 


280 


0 


0 


0 


0 


* $207 992 


Maine 






0 


0 


$48 Q75 


^$48 


375 




0 


0 


$48 037 


$48 


03 7 


0 


0 


1 $54 000 


$54 Q00 


. $150 412 


Massachusetts 






0 


o 


$74 060 
$300^000 


$74 

$300 


050 
000 




\ o 

0 


o 

0 


$1 5 000 
$'457 33J 


$15 
$457 


000 
339 


o 

0 


£ 

0 


)' ° 

^$830 594 


o 

$830 594/ 


•» $89 050 
SI 587 933 


Michigan 
Minnesota 






0 


0 


$30 693 


$30 


693 




0 


* 0 


0 




_ 0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


$30 693 






0 


o 


$24 864 


$24 


864 




0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


$24 864 


Newt Jersey 






0 


0 


$59 575 


$59 


575 




6 


0 


- - / 

$77 229 


S77 


229 


0 


0 


$153 983 


$153 983 


S290 787 


New Mexico 






0 


0 


0 




0 




0 


p 


$25 OOO/ 


$25 


000 


0 


0 


$25 000 


$25 000 


$50 000 


North Dakota w 






0 


S5 452 


$6000 


$11 


452 




0 


0 


' *\ 


A. 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


$1 1 452 


Ohio 






































Oregon 






































Rhode Island 






0 


0 


*!? 93 i 


$17 


934 




0 


0 


0 
> 




0 


0* 


0 


0 


6 


SU"934 


Sooth Dakota 






0 


L S27 260 


, $27 250 


$54 


500 


♦ 


0 


0 


0 




. -0 


* 0 


0 


0 


0 


* $54 500 


Texas 






_0 


0 


-$357 329 


$357 


329 




0 


0 


5506 803 


S506 


803 


0 


0 


0 


0 


$864 132 


V'rg«n>a^j^ 
















♦ 


J& 




















AB Slates 




$549 


440 


$32702 


f % 

Si 637,355 


$2 4J9 


497 




* $231 495 




$1 681 648 S 


913 


143 


$62 1 36 




$1 548 029 $ 


1 600 165 


$5 932 805 






* 
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n » 22 (states that fundod at (east one {1} project during the three year period) 
— » data no> available 
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In summary, most states have not used their federal handicapped 
and disadvantaged set-aside funds and matching state and local fands to 
support exemplary and innovative program projects and activities. >, How- 
ever, of the 22 states which have funded projects, t^e federal set-aside 
generally was the greatest portion of funding. 



How many CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT projects were funded 
by. the states using ^th^ 10% handicapped t and 20% disadvantaged 
set-aside funds; and what were the local, state ,<> and federal 
funding levels of the projects during fiscal years 1 979, 1 980, 
and 1981? 



The curriculum development projects fundecj by the states using the 

Jnandicapped and 20% disadvantaged set-aside funds during fiscal 

J . * 

ye^rs 1 979, 1 980, and 1981 are presented in Table 5. Twenty-one of the 

«* * 

57 states funded at Iea# one curriculum development project wjth th< 
set-asides 'during fiscal years^1 979, 1 980, and 1^981 . Six^states did not 
provide data on the number of projects they funded. However, from the 
data available, a total of 100 curriculum development projects were funded , 
during the three-year period. - * Rifty-four projects were funded' during 
fiscal year 1 980, 31 during 1 979, and 15 dgrmg 1981. Arizona reported 
the largest number of projects funG^p^(30) during the three-year period. 
However, all 30 ' projects * were' actually 'funded in fiscal year 1 980. 
Indiana, New Jersey, New^tork, Alaskav and Texas also furfded several 
curriculum development projects. These six states funded 76% of all the 
projects. • v 

Table 6 illustrates the federal set-aside and matching state and local 
funding levels of the curriculum development projects funded during fiscal . 
years 1 979, 1980, and 1981. A total of $4,672,204 of combined federal ^ - 
set-aside and state and local matching funds was used to support curricu- 

I 
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TABLE 5 

CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS THAT WERE FUNpED By THE STATES USING THE , 
SET-ASIDE FUNDS DURING FISCAL YEARS 1979, 1980, AND 1981 



State'. • 




FY 1979 


FY 1980 


. FY 1981 


Total 





Alaska 

Arizona 

California 

Florida 

Illinois^ 

Indiana 

Iowa • 

Kansas 

Maine 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesola 

New Jersey 

New Mexico 

New York 

Ohio \ 9 

Oregon 

So'utiyDakota 

Texas' 

Vircftry^ } 

All States 



10 



-0 



31 



30 



0 



0 



0 



0 



54 



0 



0 



o 



0 



0 



0 



0 ' 



15 



30 



3 

14 



100 



N.=i 57 , t * , 

n 21 (states-mat funded af least one (1 ; 
= data not available ^ 



project during the three-year period) 
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TABLE 6 

FEDERAL SET-ASIDE AND MATCHING STATE AND ±OCAL FUNDING LEVELS OF THE CURRIQULUM DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS 
THAT WERE FUNDED DURINg'fISCAL YEARS 1979 1980 AND 1981 





State 






FY 


1 979 








i 980 






F y '96' 












LocaJ 


State 


Federal 


Total 


Local 


State 




Iota' 


* 


State 


Feo*e'&i 


Tot* 


\ , 




) 

Alaska 




0 


0 


S23 61 1 


$23 611 


0* 


0 


S30 OOO 


S3OOO0 


0 


0 


0 


'S60.9& 1 . 


i 

S> '4 692 






/ 
y 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


S830 205 


S§30 205 


0 


0 


0 




S83C 20-5 




^ CaMorrna 






SJ87 6J9 


S 187 619 


0 


0 


0 






J 


' v 




S16/6.B ' 




Florida 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


S25 875 


*S25*375 


Q 


0 


56 1 660 


$6' 660 


S 7 7 5 36 




f|jCO«S 




S 1 2 888 


0 


$35 560 


548 448 


_S1£ 606 


0 


S29 931 


S46-537 


S44 399 


* c 


S90 flOO 


fe 1 3 4 3"^ 






Irxfcana - 




0 


0 


$1 94 955 


S194 955 


t ■ 0 


0 


S2 7 900 


527 900 m 


* 0 


0 


S'4 *Q0 


5*4 1 00 


1 S236 950 




towa 




- 


- 


_ 


r 




_ 


_ 


- 










1 




Kansas 




0 


o 


0 


9 0 


S3 1 1 


0 


S3 1 1 


S622 


0 


0* 




fj / 


S62? 




Maine 






0 


,SI14 000 


S114 OOO 


0 


0 


S7i Oo1$ 


571 000 


0 


i't J 


S49 000 


S49 000 


S234 OOO* 


Maryland 




0 


0 


570 500 


$70 500 


0 


0 


0 


0 ' ' 


0 


r. 






S70 600 




Massachusetts 


S18 539 




S 200 000 


S218 539 


0 


0 


S250 000 


S250 T>00 


3 - 




S200 JS. 


5200 00 j 


566c 639 




Mch»^n 




0 


0 


590 663 
» 


$90 6«63 


0 


0 


c 


0 


&• 


0 


S ^ 36 000 


S* 36 000 


S225 663 




Minnesota 




0 


0 


r # $16 500 


$16 5Qp 


0 


0 


S3 594 


S3 5^94 


0 


0 






S20 094 




New Jersey 




0 


0 


' $35 884 


S35 884 


0 


0 


S30 126 


S30 126 


0 j 


0 


S4 7 525' 


S47 525 


Si '3 635 




New Mexico 
\ New York 




0 
0 


0 

$14,376 


0 

S3 15 4 78 


° V 
$329 854 


0 
0 


0 

S?9 562 


0 

S267 673 


0 

S287 235 . 


0 

0, 


0 
0 


Si 72 000 * 

r > 


5172 000 

0 


> 

S' 72 000 
• $61 7 069 




Ohio 




_ ,0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Si 4 000 


S14 000 


0 


0 


S20 000 


* S20 000 


• S34 000 




} Oregon * 
















T 
















South Dakota 




>J 


0 


• 0 


0 


ft 

• 0 


• N - 

, 6 


S4 1 200 


4^41 200 


r 


0 


0 0 


S4i 200 




Texas 




0 

i 


% 0 


$408 691 


S408 691 


0 


0 


$387 98i 


S387 961 


♦ 0 


0 


. 0 


0 * 


S796 672 




Virginia 




























V 




• 

AB States 




$31 427 


$14 379 $1 693 461 $1 636 664 


$18 917 


S19 562 S2 009 796 52 0$8 275 


S44 399 




S779 265 


S664 665 


54 672 204 



N - 57 - ' 

n m 2 1 (states that funded at least one ( 1 > 
— • d+la not avi 



project during the throe year period) 



t 



' 4 
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. lum development project^ jduring the three-year period £y the 18 states 
reporting data. For each fiscal year, the federal set-aside was the 
largest funding^source and for the most part state funds the smallest 
^funding source. Most states funded curriculum' development- projects solely 
with -federal funds. % . 

Jn summary, most states have not used their federal handicapped - 

• an'd disadvantaged set-aside funds* and matching stiate and local funds to 
support curriculum development 'projects and activities. However, for the 
majority of the 21 states whrch have funded such projects, the federal 
set-aside provided all'or jthe greatest -portion of funding. N * * ' 

4. How many VOCATIONAL GUIDANCE AND COUNSELING projects 
were funded by the states using the 10% handicapped* and 20% 
disadvantaged set-aside funds; and what were the local, state, 4 /' 
and federal funding ' levels of the projects during fiscal* years ' 
1 979, J 980, and 1981 ? - - 

The vocational guidance and counseling projects funded by the states 
^sing the 10% handicapped and 20% disadvantaged * set-aside funds during 
fiscal years 1 979, 1 980, "ind 1 981 ; are presented in Table 7. Nineteen of 
the 57 states funded at least one vocational ' guidance and counseling 
project with the set-asides during fiscal years 1 979, 1980, and 1981.. 
Seven. states did not provide data on the number of projects they funded. 
However, from the data available, -a total of 116 vocational' guidance and 
counseling projects were funded during the three-year period. Fifty * 
projects v?ere funded during fiscal ^year 1 980 ; 42 during 1981, and 24 
during 1 979. Kansas reported the largest number of projects funded 
(34), nea^y one-third of all' projects during the three-year period. 
^Florida and Indiana also /funded a relatively large number of vocational 
guidance and counseling projects (-22). The projects that were funded by 
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* TABLE, 7 

VOCATIONAL GUIDANCE AND COUNSELING PROJECTS THAT^WERE FUNDED BY 
THE STATES USING THE SET-ASIDE FUNDS DURING FISCAL YEARS 1979, 1980, AND 1981 



State 



FY 1979 



FY 1^80 



FY 1981 



Total * 



Alaska 

Arizona - 

California 
, ' Florida 
» Indiana 

Iowa 

Kansas 
% ■ Maryland^ 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Missouri 
\^New Jersey 

New York 

Oregon 
• Texas 

Virginia 
^Wisconsin 

Puerto Rico 

All States 



22 



1 1 



10 



10 



• 18 



/ 1 



a 



22 



34 



8 



i 9 



24 



50 



116 



N = 57 " - 

n = 1 9 (states that funded at least one (1 ) project during the three-year period) 
— = data not available 
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Kansas, Florida, .and Ihdiana represented 67% of all the projects that were 
funded by the- states during the three-year period. 

Table 8 illustrates the federal set-asidje and matching state and local 
funding levels of the vocational guidance and ccJtraseling projects funded 
during fiscal years 1 979, 1980, and 1981. A total of $5,948,185 of \bn- 
bined federal set-aside and matching state and local fuods was used to 
support vocational guidance and counseling projects and ' activities during 
the three-year period by the 14 states reporting data. For each fiscal 
year, the federal set-aside was the largest funding Source. However, 
vocational guidance and counseling projects were funded very jnmhmally 
by matching state funds bat local funds were relatively large in £ome 
states. This may suggest that the stste education agencies in - these' 
states feel vocational guidance and counseling is primarily a local educ^- 
tion agency's responsibility. Another plausible explanation is that local 
staff such as guidance counselors arfe already in the schools and .can 
facilitate the conduct of projects. Most of the states funded projects with 

only federal set-asides. , 

— ^ * '-^ * 

* In summary, most states have no,t used their federal seWaside funds 

and matching, state and local funds to support A^Qp^tional guidance and 

counseling projects and activities. However, of the 19 states which have 

funded projects, the federal set-aside generally was the greatest portion 

of funding while the matching state funds represented only a; very minimal 

portion of funding, and local funds represented a relatively large 'contri- 

/ 

bution for some states, 1 * 



How many VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PERSONNEL TRAINING 
projects were funded by tfre states using the 10% handicapped 
and 20% disadvantaged' set-aside funds;,; and what were the 
local, state, and- federal funding levels of the projects during 
fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1981? 

■ ' 25 '/ 



TABLE 8 . * 

FEDERAL SET-ASIDE ANO MATCHING STATE ANO LOCAL FUNDING LEVELS OF THE VOCATIONAL GUIOANCE ANO COUNSELING PROJECTS 
THAT WER*E FUNOEO OURING FISCAL YEARS 1979 1980 ANO 1981 



State 




FV l< 


379 { 






• 


Fr i960 






F Y i 98 1 






* 




Local 


State 


Federal 


Total 




Locat 


State 


Federal 


Total 


Local 


State 


Federal 


Tota 1 


• Total * 




































Alaska 


0 


0 


$20 371 


S20 37 1 




0 


0 


S5 023 


S5 023 


0 


0 


S10 000, 


S10 000 


$36 394 




Arizona 


0 


0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Si 96 396 


S 1 96 396 


0 


0 


0 


0 












S988 371 


S988 371 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


S988 371 




Flooda 


* 0 


0 


Srt 1 0 536 


S * 0 536 




0 


0 


S75 605 


S 75 605 


0 


0 


S55 250 




S24 1 39 1 




Indiana 
towa 


0 

I 


0 


$j6 000 


S6 000 




0 


0 


S269 759 


5269 '59 


0 


0 


S43 203 




f S3 1 8 962 




Kansas 


S 120 9n 


0 


$130 942 


S251 653 




Si S3 612 


0 


S156 825 


S340 437 


S373 985 


0 


$380 222 


S764 20/ 


S1 346 497 * 




Maryland 


52 1 1 ?89 


0 


S21 1 709 


$423 578 




0 


0 


o 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


^ 7 ft 




Massachusetts 


/ - 






























Michigan 


0 


0 


$7*4 649 
f - 


S74 649 




Q 


, f 0 


0 


0 


o 


0 


S50 000 


S50 000 


Si 24 64 9, 




Minnesota 


0 


0 


S31 890 


S3* 690 




0 


0 


$40 '59 


S40'i 59 


0 


0 


S42 378 


S42 378 


$114 427 




MtSSOUf 


0 


0 


S378 000 


S378 000 




0 


, 0 


S255 000 


S255 000 


0 


0 


S350 000 


S350 000 


S983 000 „ 




New Jersey 


0 


0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Si i 072 


Si i 072 


S 1 1 072 




New fork 


0 


S4 760 * 


S233 240 


S238 000 




o 


S 1 2 518 


S613 fc 37i 


S625 889 


o 


0 


0 


0 


SS*63 689 




Oegon 


0 


0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Si 70 756 


S 1 70 756 


0 




0 


0 


SI 70 766 




Texas 
V*g»nia 


0 


0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


S94 409 


S9,4 409 
/ 


0 


0 


0 


1 & 


S94 409 




Wisconsin 






















0 


0 


0 ' 






Puerto R-co 
































Att States 


$332 700 


$4 760 S2 185 788 S2 523 248 




$132 612 


Si 2 518 Si 87 7 303 S2 073 433 


S373 985 




S942 126 S1 316 1 1 0 


S5 948 185 




N « 57 
a 

n = 19 (states that fur>oed at least one n 


pfoject dunn 


g the three yea* penodj 






















> 


— data <x>t ava-iab'e 
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The vocational education personnel training projects funded by tf 
states using the 10% handicapped and 20% disadvantaged^set-aside funds^ 
during fiscal years, 1 979, 1 980, and 1981 are presented in Table 9. 
Twenty-seven of the 57 states funded at least bne vocational education 
personnel training project with the set-asides di\ring fiscal years 1 979 ' 
1 980, and 1981. Five 'states did not provide .dkte— cm the number of\ 
projects they funded. However, the available data indicate a total of 158 
vocational education personnel training projects were funded over the 
three-year period. Seventy-five projects were funded during fiscal year 
1 980, 43 during 1 979, and 40 during 1981. New Hampshire reported the 
largest number of projects funded (20) during the three-year period. 
Floricia,. Minnesota, Maryland, Texas, and New Jersey also funded a 
relatively large .number of vocational education personnel training pro- * 
jects. Sixty percent of ,all the projects .funded- were from these states. 

Table 10 illustrates the federal set-aside and matching state and local 
funding levels of the vocational education personnel training projects 
funded during fiscal years 1 979, 1980, and 1981. A total of $5,662,734 of 
combined federal set-asnde and matching state and local funds was used to 
support vocational education personnel training projects and activities 
during the three-year period by the 24 states reporting data. For each 
fiscal year, the federal set-aside was the largest funding source and the 
state funds the smajlest funding source. Most states funded vocational 
education personnel training projects with only federal set-asides 

In summary, most states have not used their federal set^s^d^lfunds 
and matching^ state and locals funds to support vocational education per*- « 
sonnel training projects and activities. However, of the 27 states which 
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-> TABLE 9 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PERSONNEL TRAINING PROJECTS THAT WERE FUNDED BY 
THE STATES -USING THE SET-ASIDE FUNDS DURING FISCAL YEARS 1979, 1980, AND 19&1 



State 



FY 1979 



FY 1 980 



FY 1981 



Total 



Alaska 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

California 

Connecticut 

Florida 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Missouri 

Nebraska 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New Mexico 

New°York 

North Dakote" 

Oregon 

South Carolina 

South Dakota 

Texas 

Virginia • 

All States 



0 



8 




0 



0 



10 



10 



75 



' 0 



.2 



40 




14 



19 



20 



1 1 



4. 



8 



12 



158 



N = 57 

n = 27 (states that funded at least/orte 
— = data not available 



11 ) project during the three-year period) 




TABLE 10 * 
FEDERAL SET-ASIDE AND MATCHING STATE AND LOCAL FUNDING LEVELS OF THE .VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PERSONNEL TRAINING 
, PROJECTS THAT WERE FUNDECLDURING FISCAL*YEARS 1979, 1980, AND 1981 



State 




FY 


1979* » 






FY 1980 






FY 1 98 1 


f 






iTocai 


State 


Federal 


Total 0^ 


Local 


State 


Federal 


Total 


Local 


Stale 


Federal 


total 


Total 


Alaska 
Arizona f 


0 

o 


- 
0 

0 


$6 500 

.* _ o 


1 

S6 500 . 
0 


<s 0 
0 


0 


0 

S345 194 


0 

■ 

S345 194 


0 
0 


* 

0 


S36 500 


S36 9^0 
^ 0 


S4 3 000 
S345 194 


Arkansas 


9 « u UUU^ 


0 


" _ $4 _° 900 


^$50 900 


S3 100 




S26J367 


• " •/ 
S29 167 




0 


0 




$80 067 








$1 03? 532 $1 033 532 


0 


0 


0 


.0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


$1 033 532 


Connecticut 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


S20 4 34 


S20 434 


S20 434 


FkxxJa 


o 


0 


S223 300 


$223 300 


0 


0 

J , - 


$27 3 962 


* 273 ft 2 v 




0 


$86 300 


♦ 

S86 300 


S583 562 




Q 


0 


$4 450 


$4 450 


*. 0 


0 


S4 389 


t _S4 389 


0 


0 


r 

0 


0 


S8 839 


tltinotS ' 


* 


0 


S70 000 


$70 000 


S4 5»382 


0 


$102 131 


Si 47 5J3 


S48 384 


0 


S107 462 


$155 846 


$373 359 


Indiana 


o 


0 


$29 000 


$29 000 

f 


0 




S6 000 


. $6 000 


om 


0 


$3 000 


S3 000 


S38 000 


Iowa 








































- 


-4± - . - -7" , 


- _ ~ 












Kansas 


$4 938 


0 


}J 49 ^' 


$12 430 * 


S£01 


o • 


$1 602 


$2_403 


♦ 835 


0 


S21 290 


' S34 125 


* S4.6 958 






f 0 


SI 67 500 


$167 500 * 


0 


- k 


.$210 945 


$2K) 949 


0 


0 


$1 10 000 


sno 000 


S488 449 




* o 


0<J S85 0OO' 


$85 000 


0 


0 


$208 000 


$208 000 


_ * 0 


0 


$ 1 96 000 " 


$196 000 


$489 000 




$27 948 


0 


SI 05^518^ 


$133 466 


0 


* 0 


$75 000 


' *_ 7 _5 000 


0 




$ 1 76 000 


S1 76 000 


* S384 466 


Minnesota 


0 


0 


$10 800 


$10 80,0 


0 


0 


$83 858 


$8 3 8 15 8 


_p 1 




0 


$4 030 


~ SI 58 688 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


$30 000 


$30 000 


0 


0 


9 


0 


$30 000 


tiew^am^iire 


^ 0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


$4 8 2 1 


_$3 995 


S88J6 * 


0 


0 


0 


0 


$8 816 


0 


_p 


$£8 5 26 


$68 526 

— 


• <? 


0 


S 1-^48 


jA4_648 


__ 0 $2 312 


$98 759 


$101 071 


$294 246 


New Jersey 


0 


» 0 


$41 125 


$41 125 

/- " # 


0 


0 


$26 645 


*_$^645 


0 


0 


jk6 238 


$45 238 


$113 008 


New Mexico 


0 


0 


' 0 


. P 


0 


0 


' $40 016 


_S40_016 


0 




$34*000 


- - 
$34 000 


$74 016 


Mew York 


* 0 


$858 


$42 054 


$42 912 


! o 


$31 


$1 539 


$1 570 


... -P 


0 


0 


0 - 


$44 482 


North Oakota 


* * > 0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


• $3 483 


*J 2 <? 07 


$16 090 




$48 7 78 


$63 049 


$79 1 39 


Oregon 




























Sooth Carolina 


/ 0 




0 


q 


a, 


0 


_S44 §98 


$4 45 98 


0 


b 


$40 674 


$40 674^ 


$85 272 


Sooth Oakota 


•0 




o. 


0 


"... P 






$46 v 774 

- % - •»- 


0 


0 


$34 324 


$34 324 • 


' $81 098 


Texas" 


* . 0 


0 


$391^637 


$391 637 


0 

r 


_ 0 


$365,428 


$365 428 


0 


0 


0 


0 


♦ $757 065 


V>rgm<a 

i 










-** 














V 




AH States 


S42JB80* 

— 


$ ?58 v $2 327_33_4 $2,371 078 


$49,283 


$8 335 $2 033 402 $2 091 020 \ 


$61 219 $16 


583 ,$1 058 759 $1 


140 591 


$5 662 734 



N - 57 

t 

n « 27 (states that funded 
— - data not available 



at least one 1 1 ) project durmg the three year penod) 



4 U 



ERiC 



/in 



' / 

have funded projects, the federal set-aside was -generally the largest 
portion.of funding. 

Objective III : Determine the scope of the program improvement and 
support services projects. . 

6. What content, Rrogram, or problem areas were addressed 
_ by the program improvement and support services projects 
funded by the states using the 10% handijhpped and 20% 
disadvantaged set-aside funds during fiscal years 1979 
198Q, and 1981? • f 

J ' 

The content, program, or 'problem areas which were addressed by 
the^ program improvement and support services projects and funded -by 
the states using the^l^ handicapped and 20% disadvantaged set-.aside 
funds during fiscal years -1 979, 1 980, and 1981 are presented in/Table 11. 
A m total of 572 program improvement and support services projects were 
funded with the set-asides by the 27 states which funded at least one 
.project or activity' during the three-year period. Vocational education 
personnel training projects (158) were most frequently funded.^ Research 
projects and activities (92) were least frequently funded. Forty-eight 
percent of all funded projects and activities were in the areas of [person- 
nel preparation, support services, instructional methods and' materials 
and career development and" exploration . 

Personnel preparation and staff development for vocational educators 
-relative to the vocational education of handicapped and disadvantaged 
/learners were the most frequent kinds 'of funded projects and activities 
(16%) across the five funding areas. Personnel preparation and staff 

• 0 

development programs were generally ftjnded under vocational education 
personnel training. These programs commonly involved general preservfce 
and inservice training of vocational educators and support personnel with 

\ 
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TABLE 1 1 

CONTENT. PROGRAM, OR PROBLEM AREAS THAT WERE ADDRESSED BY THE PROGRAM 
IMPROVEMENT AND SUPPORT SERVfCES PROJECTS AND FUNDED BY THE STATES USING THE 
SET-&SIDES DURING FISCAL YEARS 1979, 1980, AND 1981 



Content 
Program, or 
Problem Area 


Research 


Exemplary 

and 
Innovative 
Programs 


Curriculum, 
Development 


Vocational 
'Guidance 

and 
Counseling 


Vocational 
Education 
Personnel 
Training 


Total 


Staff Development 


2 


2 


4 


4 


- 80 


> 92 


Support Services 
Community Resources 


4 


13 


14 


U 38 
i 


8 


77 


Methods and 
Materials 


15 


4 


20 


7 


14 


60 


Career 


5 


22 


8 


8 


2 


45 



Development and 
Exploration 

Limited English 
Proficiency Bilingual 
, Education 

Vocational 
Assessment 

Unidentified . 
Dissemination and 
TechfrK^Assistance 

Interagency 
Ctflf3bor$tiQn ■» 

Compefepcy' » 
Basetf V<$$at«?nal 
Educa'tionkX 

^tecryitme/*^ Retentiofp* 5 * 



f'l^pemenUand Fo1lo\$-up ®# 
ential 

% 



• ^ftmpbuts | 
4 Dropouts i 

p^^r^m lrr^avsr§eat' 
anCj Planning; 

Proflfapv Evaluation 

Neecte Assessments 

Baste Skills ; 

Stereotyping Non- 
tr atfi(re*^Qc<fu pa tion s 

Visua and Hearing - 
Impaired 

Special Populates 
(Emotionally 
x Handicapped. Native 
Arr^ncans. 
Incarcerated, Blacks 
and £a^$s) 

Adult Vocational 
Services 

Totals 




1 

0 

'15 

13 
1 1 
2 
3 

0 

0 



1 

92 



2 

10* 



1 1 



2 

100 



, 3 
1 16 



1* 
158 
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0 


12 


7 


32 


8 


4 


3 


26 


1 


3 


7 


25 


.1 


6 a 


1 1 


22 


1 1 


0 * 


9 ■ 


20 


1 


1 1 


, 1 


1 7 


10 


2 


1 


16 


1 


0 


0 , 


}6 


0 




0 


15 


1 


■ 0 * 


0 


14 


, 6 


1 


3 


14 


0 


10 


0 


13 


\ 
0 


4 


1 


12 


1 . 


1 


5 


12 



9 

57? 



N = 57 

n= 27 (states that funded at least one (1 ) 



project during the three-year period) 
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respect to student needs, individualizing instruction, and^ methods and 
procedures for main£treaming special needs students into regular vocational 
programs. : * 

Seventy- seven support services/ community resources projects and 
activities were funded by the states and nearly 50% of these were within 
the vocational guidance and counseling area. Generally, these programs 
dealt with identifying, accessing, and evaluating the necessary supplemen- 
tary school and community services students n^aed to be successful in 
vocational programs andjn transition to employment. 

Methods and materials was also a high priority area. Many projects 
focused on research, curriculum development, and .personnel training. 
Generally, the projects were concerned with the modification of existing 
or. development of new teaching methods and inst/ructional materials to 
meet the individual learning needs of handicapped \and disadvantaged 
learners. St>me attention * was focused on training personnel in the- develop- 
ment and use of appropriate methods and materials. 

Career development and exploration in terms of the development and 
implementation of vocational awareness, orientation, and exploration pro- 
grams, particularly at the secondary level, was the focus of 45 projects. 
Many of these were funded under exemplary and innovative programs 
including the develcxpment or modification of exploratory technical coui^Sjes 
and skill training prog rams designed for special needs learners who 
previously have had limited program options and career alternatives. 

r • * 

In summary, 27 of the 57 states have used their handicapped and 

disadvantaged set-aside funds to support 572 program improvement and 

support services activities- during fiscal years 1 979 , 1980, and 1 981 . 

Vocational educatiort personnel training projects were most frequently 
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funded while research peojects were least frequently funded.. Personnel 

preparation, support u services , instructional methods and materials, and 

* ( \ * 

career development and exploration projects and activities ' represented 

nearlV^half of the projects funded during the three-year period 

y j ' \ ■ * 

Objective IV : Identify several program improvement projects and d^elop 
1 abstracts. 

The number of projects, program descriptions (or abstracts) sub- 
mitted, and abstracts developed (or edited) by program improvement 
areas are presented in Table 12. Two hundred and eighty-five (285 ) 
program^descriptions and abstracts were submitted by the RCU directors 
from the 572 projects that they listed on the surveys. However, 22 of the 
27 states which funded at least one project during the three-year period 
submitted all the program^ descriptions. The low return in some states 
was attributable to program descriptions being unavailable. In some cases, 
the RCU directors or their staffs were under time constraints arid could 
not assemble or develop the abstracts. In other states, the directors did 
not have adequate staff or any staff to assign to this task. s 

Fifty of r the 285 program descriptions submitted by the directors 

were selected for the purpose of developing abstracts. When a state 
•* 

provided program descriptions or abstracts for every program improve- 
ment area, one abstract was Ideveloped for each of the five areas. The 
projects identified by means if the abstracts were not selected-^ specific 
evaluative criteria, but Tafher on diversity 'and on overall breadth 
topics *(rom the available program descriptions by program improvement 

area, v Therefore, a representative sample of program improvement pro- 

l 

jects funded with the 10% handicapped and 20% disadvantaged set-asides 
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during fiscal years 1 979, 1 980, and 1981 /were selected and abstracts 
developed f These.are presented in Appendix D. ^ 

TABLE 12 

NUMBER OF PROJECTS, PROGRAM DESCRIPTIONS SUBMITTED, AND 
* ABSTRACTS DEVELOPED BY PROGRAM IMPROVEMENT AREAS 



Program Improvement Area 



Abstracts 
Developed 



Program 
DescriptTons Total Projects 
Submitted Funded 



Research . 5 

Exemplary and Innovative Programs 12 
Curriculum Development 7 
Vocational Guidance and Counseling 4 
Vocational Education Personnel Training 22 
Total ' -s ^50 




57 
82 
44 

. 42 
60 

285 



92 
106 
100 
116 
158 
572 



N = 27 
n = 22 



ERIC . / 
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Summary, Conclusions, and Recommendations 

Summary 4 - 

The purpose of this, study was to determine the extent to which the 
50 states, District of Columbia, anc^ the trust territories (American Samoa, 
. Guam, Northern Mariana Islands, Puerto Rico, Trust Territory Qf the 
Pacific Jslands, jand Virgiculslands) >iave used their 10% handicapped and 
20%^^i^dvantaged set-aside funds provided by Public Law 94-482 to* ' 
support program' improvement projects and activities. In order to examine 
the central problem &ore closely, the research, exemplary and innovative 
programs, curriculum development, vocational guidance and counseling, 
and vocational education personnel training projects funded during fiscal 
years 1 979, 1 980, and 1981 were identified. Further., the federal set- 
aside and matching state and local funding levels Of the projects were alsa 
determined. The specific content, program, and problem areas addressed 
by the projects were identified and a compendium of program improvement 
project abstracts was developed. A five-item survey instrument was 
developed to achieve the major objectives and answer the research ques- 
tions of this study. The entire .population of 57 state, research coordin- 
ating^ unit (RCU) directors was chosen to participate. After the initial 
mail survey ahd subsequent mail and telephone follow-up. surveys, the 
final response rate was 100%. the data analysis^ process included the 
development of descriptive data tables and a discussion of the findings. 

. it waTs not the intent of this study to identify and examine all the 
projects and activities the states funded that impacted upon handicapped 
and disadvantaged learners. Only those projects, programs, or activities 
funded in part or whole with the handicapped and disadvantaged set-aside 
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funds wepe identified. Further, - this study did" not attempt to assess the 
effectiveness of the projects, nor to determine the levels or* focus of 
funding of basic grants to LEAs. The findings are based on the major 
objectives and research questions developed for this study. The general 
findings of this study were: ^ 

1? Twenty-five of th©^57 states and ''territories funded at least one 
- * research prpjectT^ftn the 10% handicapped and 20% dis'acivantaged 
set-aside funds during fiscal years 1 979, 1 9&0 , ^nd: 1 981 ; while 
a total 'o* 92 projects were, funded. A tofsB of $^609,825 of 
combined federal set-asid^ and matching state -and local funds 
y was used to fund re.s9arch projects during the three-year 

period by the 23 states reporting data. The federal set-asides 
represented the largest portion of funding and the state funds 
the smajlest funding source. Most states funded* research 
projects witrr ogly the federal set-asides. 



Twenty-two of the 57 states and territories funded at least one 
exemplary and innovative program project with the 10% handi- 
capped and 20% disadvantaged *^set-asitfe • funds* during fiscal 
years 1 979, 1 980, and 1981; while a total of 106 projects were 
funded. A total of $5 V 932 ,805j of combined federal set-aside and 
matching state and local funds was used to fund exemplary and 
innovative program projects during the three-ye^r period by 
the 1 8 states reporting ciata. MGst states used the federal 
set-asides to fund the major part of or entire projects while the 

( 

state and local funds were relatively less used. 

h 

Twenty-one of the 57 states and territories funded at least one 
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curriculum development project with the 10% handicapped and 

20% disadvantaged set-aside /funds during fiscal years 1 979, 

1 980, and 1981; jwhile a total ^of 100 projects were funded; A 

» 

total of $4,672,204 of combined federal set-aside and matching 
state and local fqnds was used to fund curriculum develppment 
projects, during* the three-year period by the 18 states report- 
ing data. Most states funded projects in part or whole with 
only the federal §et-asides. • 

Nineteen of the 57 states and territories funded at least one 
vocational^guidance and counseling project with the 10% handi- 
capped and 2Q% . disadvantaged set-asides during fiscal years 
1 979, 1 980, and 1981; while a total of 116 projects were funded. 
Sixty-seven percent of all the projects were .funded by three 
states. A total of $5,948,185 of comBhr^d federal set-aside and 
matching state a,nd local funds was used to fund vocational 
guidance and counseling projects during the three-ye^r period 
by the 14 states reporting data. The projects were funded 
minimally with state funds while the federal set-a^ide was the 
largest funding source. In addition, local funds represented a 
substantial portion of funding for some of the projects. 

Twenty-seven of the 57 states and territories funded at least 
one vocational education personnnel training project with the 
10% handicapped and^ 20% disadvantaged set-aside funds during 
fiscal years 1 979, 1 980, and 1981; while a total of 158 projects 
were funded. Sixty percent of all the projects were funded by 
six states. A total of $5,662,734 of combih^xj^ederal set-aside' 
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•and matching state and local funds was used to fund vocational 
^ education personnel training projects during the three-year 

period by the 24 states reporting data. Most states funded 
projects with only federal set-as ifles while state funds were 
' • minimally used. r 

6. A total of 572 program improvement and support services pro- 
jects were funded With the 10% handicapped and 20% disactvan- 
taged set-asides by the 27 states .which funded at least one pro- 
ject or activity during the three-year period. Vocational educa- 
tion personnel .training projects were most frequently funded 
while research projects were least frequent4y— funded . Approxi- 
mately 50% of all— the projects and activities funded dealt with 
the topics of personnel preparation, support services, instruc- 
tional methods and materials , and career development and ex- 
ploration. 

Conclusions 

The conclusions, based on the findings of this study, are concerned 

m 

with the extent to which the states have u§£d their 10% handicapped and 
^ 20%* disadvantaged federal set-asides and matching state and local funds to 
support program improvement projects and activities in the areas of 
res^rch, exemplary and innovative programs, curriculum development, 
vocational gu idance and counseling , and vocational edtr^ation personnel 
training. 

1 . Most states and territories -did not use their 10% handicapped 
and 20% disadvantaged set-asides to fund program improvement 
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projects and activities. However, 47% of the states , funded at 
least one projector activity during* fiscal years 1 979, 1 980, and 
1981: t ' • 

Vocational education personnel training projects were most fre- 
quently funded while, research projects' were Ieast< v frequently 
funded . ■ 

A small number of states funded a large percentage" ~bf all the 
projects . . 

One-half of all the program improvement projects and activities 
funded focused on>>the topics of personnel preparation, support 
services/community resources, instructional methods and ma- 
terials, and career development and exploration , 

The states used their federal handicapped and disadvantaged 
set-asides to fund the largest portion of the projects and activi- 
ties whiLe the projects were least funded with state funds. 
V 

Most states^ fundeds^roj^ts with only fe^eral^ set-aside funds. 

Those states which did not use tbeir set-asides to support pro- 
gram improvement projects -and activities apparently used the 
funds for basic grants to local education agencies (several RCU 
directors indicated this on their 9 surveys) to 'support the axcess 
costs for providing vocational instruction and support services 
to handicapped and disadvantaged learners. 

Many states may fund several Subpart 3 (Program Improvement 
and Support Services) projects which include special needs as 



• well as non-special needs students, Thus, it is difficult to 
determine the full extent of funds -.expended for special needs 

9 

learners under Subpart 3, Generally, these projects serving a 
combination of students are not counted against the 10% and 20% 
special needs set-asides, 

9 

Recommendations 

— : : . 1 

The ~ffr>dings and conclusions of this study indicated that the 10% 
handicapped and 20%^disadvantaged set-aside funds were not generally 
used by most states to fund program improvement programs and activi- 
ties, Although several special needs national and statewide needs assess- 
ment, evaluation, and policy * studies (Davis and Ward, 1978; Howard, 
1979; Phelps and Thornton, 1 979; Creenan and Phelps, 1 980) have in- 
dicated a need for expanded program improvement initiatives in areas* 
such as interagency cooperation and program evaluation, many states 
apparently are* not Jjsing part of tlWr-^t-asides for these purposes. 
This does not necessarily suggest that the states have npt funded pro- 
gram improvement activities which impacted upon special needs learners, 
nor that the set-asides have not been appropriately used a% basic grants 
to LEAs to support the excess costs of educating handicapped and dis- 
advantaged students in vocational education. However, as handicapped 
and disadvantaged learners continue to, be placed in regular ^vocational 
programs , it * will become increasingly important to develap improved 
programs and services which assist them in succeeding in their programs 
and making the transition to the world of work. 

% 

Several general and specific- recommendations can be made based ,on 
the findings and conclusions of this study. The recommendations which 
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follow are addressed to research and development, policy' making, and 
planning personnel at the federal, state, and local levels. % ' * 



us .study s^ecificaIK^ y examined the extent to which the states 
have used /their 10% handicapped and 20% disadvantaged funds' 
to support program improvement projects and activities. How- 
ever, Jt is recommended that further studies examine all the 
funding sources which the state^uuse to fund ^progC^arrT improve- 
ment projects that impact upon special needs learners >in voca- 
tional educatipn. For example,, studies could be conducted to 
determine all projects funded with Pgblic Law 94-482 Subpart 3 
funds which directly impact ~on special rr£eds learners. In 
addition, Public Law 94-142, Part 8 , funds could also be in- 
vestigated, * x % 

t 

"States need to continue or begin to re-spond to the ^ existing 
information and* data which have been provided by national and 
statewide needs assessments and evaluations with respect to 
special populations. Pnjogranj, improvement activities should be 
funded based on thef assessed needs of different target groups 
which a*e concerned with improving and expanding vocational 
education opportunities for special needs learners, SEA person- 
nel (state directors of vocational and* special education, state 
consultants . for vocational special needs ( hanrjicappe'd and dis- 
advantaged), R(^Kdirectors/ and' other s - staff) LEA personnel 
(administrators, supervisors, teachers, teacher aides, and other 
staff^, teacher educators, parents and advocacy groups, and 
significant ot^s should have inpfo into ^assessing ^program 

: - 5'' ■ 



i ' « 

>l*iprovemefit ^needs, program inservice needs, 'and personnel^ 

needs '(can be concurrent activities).. Formal needs assessments 

can provide vaTicT evidence for decision* making- and fiscal'ac- 

countability . ( ' 

Several agencies and^pro^rams (e.g.', Le|j^er§hip Training 

Institute/Vocational and Specral* Education 4 at the University 6P 

*• , * 

' Illinois, > Minnesota Research and Development Center for^Voca- 

* > 

tional Education at the University of Minnesota, National lp- 

• ' - /' K ■ r 

service* Network -at Indiana University; Evaluation Training 
Co^ortium ,at 'Western Michigan University, and \the Na#pnal 

.Center for Research *in Vocational Education at The Qhi<* Statue 
University) have^been working on vocational/special B4f\jcati@n 

. needs r assessment for several years and are avafc^le resources 

for persons* who -want to develop instrumentatk^^ strategieV, 

* * * 

^nd procedures*for assessing thetr stafe^ needsJ 

States should* creafe regional and/or national dissemination net- 
works to share the special needs program improvement projects 
.which they, are u funding . Naticynal organizations such as the 
"ty^S^J Department of Educa^on^ Office of Vocational/ and Adult 

Education, Research Section^ American Vocational Education 

\ 

Research Association; , or the .National Association of Vocational 
Education Special m Needs Personnel could take the leadership in , 
develo^iag such networks. One example of such a network is 
the "Consortium for Research Related to the Career Development 1 
'of /Special Population^. " Tl^ Consortium includes the vocational 
and special ^education personnel from the "BfC TEN" universitisss 



who are 'involved in research related to special needs learners. 
Through an interagency colla-boratiye network, research .pro- 
grams and activities aj^ scared and conducted. Network^could 
take other forms suclv as a ' "clearinghouse" located at a coNege \ 
f or university; or a periodic newslette'r or directory'of abstracts 
compiled, produced, and disseminated through a contracted pri- 
vate or public .agency. Other alternatives could be to i&e 
existing dissemination linkages or systems such as the ERIC 
Clearinghouse or the National Center for Research in Vocational 
Education. The development of a dissemination network is very 
desirable since it could facilitate the sharing of program im- 
provement information and assist states in the non-duplication 

y 

of programs and activities. ■ * ! 
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A follow-up to 'this ^tudy could examine the methods and pro^ 
cedures by which states have funded, are funding, and Will, in" 
the futur^ f6nd program improvement projects. The information 
obtained from such a study could,. provide state education agen- 
cies -w^ith alternatives for assessing needs, prioritizing needs , 
and efficiency using their ' existing funds. Effective st^e 
funding anc3 allocation policies will become more significant as 
federal funding policies and resources become less prevalent in • 
the states. ? 

Future research should investigate the effectiveness of the' . 
projects or their impact^ (shor{-term and long-tern, intended 
and unintended) on special needs learners. Program improve- 
ment activities are^elatively costly . to conduct. As funds 



become more scarce and the need for fiscal accountability and 
efficiency becomes increasingly important, the states will have 
to demor^trate appropriate use of available local, state, and 
federal dollars. Evaluation questions inckiding the following- 
could be asked: As a* result of the programs and activities, 

/how many additional students are being served? How successful 

\ 

are students in .their vocational programs and in the world of 
work? How effective are teachers in working with special needs 

T 

students after receiving personnel training? How appropriate 
are the support services and curriculums available £o students 7 
These and other questions, need to be asked 'to JfiStiTy and 
validate the utility of future prognJFh improvement activities. ' 

Future research studies could examine • the states' funding 
policies regarding basic grants to LEAs. Studies could exam- 
ine: how needs are" determined , the formulas used* to allocate 
funds, specific areas in which funds are t usefl, the adequacy of 
funds relative to assessed needs, and the cost-effectiveness/ 
^benefits of the basic grants. Similar studies could provide 
valid evidence to state and federal funding agencies relative^to 

future funding priorities, 
v 

Vocational education, special education, vocational* rehabilitation, 
CETA, and" other private and public' agencies vyhich serve 
handicapped arid, disadvantaged populations and use federal, 
state,, and local funds to support program improvement activities 
need to develop effective interagency cooperation and funding 



agreements. Collaborative efforts between agenci&*\ will assist 
in eliminating ' duplicative efforts and 1 lead .to increased fiscal 
efficiency.. State ^ education agency personnel (e.g., RCU 
, directors, state directors of special education /state director^of 
vocational rehabilitation) could^develop cooperative needs assess- 
ments* and funding policies, and identify ' common program 
improvement activities. The first steps &n developing cooperative 
agreements should be to define roles and' responsibilities and 
determine how each agency can best contribute Jo each activity 
The leadership Training Institute *( LT I ) /Vocational and 
Special Education at the University -pf Illinois and the Inter-* 
agency Linkage Model Project at the University of Wisconsin- 
fti^dison continue to work with state education agencies in 
developing effective* state level interagency cooperation' and 
agreements. The LT I has conducted/ a policy study and com- 
piled a compendium of interagency agreements which were 
developed and implemented in the stated. In addition, the LTI 
has worked with state leadership^ personnel and has provided 
training* in developing collaborative agreements among' state 
agencie|. . The University of Wiscqnsin-Madison has worked* 
intensively with states to develop effective interagency* agree- 
•ments. The interagency efforts of botfi these programs are 
applicable to^developing state level pwgram improvement colla- 
borative • activities.* State education agency personnel should 
consult these and othjer similar programs for assistance and 
direction in interagency activities. 
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In summary, the funding of program improvement activities is an 
* important part of providing handicapped and disadvantaged learners with 
expanded vocational education and employment opportunities. However, 
local, state, and federal funds to support these activities are likely to 
become more scarce as federal funding policies change and control of the 

4 

dollars shifts to the LEAs. Therefore, future state funding policies 

7 

should reflect increased collaboration among vocational education, special 
education, vocational rehabilitation, CETA* and other public and private 
agencies. Cooperation and agreements should be developed in # such areas 
as needs assessments, funding methods and procedures, program evalua- 
tion, dissemination networks, and funding sources and allocations. Pro- 
gram improvement will flourish if state education agencies recognize fed- 
eral policy changes arid begin to develop effective strategies to meet >the 
needs of their handicapped^ and disadvantaged* special populations with 
- potentially less funds and funding sources. 
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Appendix A 
Procfram Improvement and Support Services 



Special Needs Project Survey 



j 



Telephone Number: ( ) 



Example 



Vocational Education Personnel Training 

* Funding 



(D. 






G>' 




.© 


© 


Fiscal Year 


Project Title 




Local 


State 


Federal 


Total 


1980 

V 


1. Personnel Preparation in 
Teaching Handicapped 

# Learners in Vocational 
Education 

2. Non-Categorical Voca- 
tional/Special Education 

"teacher Programs 

, (z) 


$1000 
1000 


$2000 
2000 


S3000 
150oC 


$6000 
4500 






Total ' 


$2000 


=• f 

$4000 


$4500 


$10500 
















Instructions 















1. The Fiscal Year is jgiven. 

2. Project Title - List all projects that are being funded with the set-asides 
for, special needs learners in the appropriate fiscal year. * ^ 

3. Local Funding - Indicate the' amount of local funds in terms of dollars that 
$ are used to fund the project. 

4. State Funding - Indicate the amount of state' funds in terms of dollars that 
are used to fund the project. 

5. Federal Funding - Indicate the amount of federal funds in t;efras of dollars 
that are used to funtf the project. . " 1 

6. Total - Add the local, state, and federal funds used &ft an^ individual pro- 
ject and record the sum. f 

7. ^Total r Add the locai, stfate, and federal funds separately across projects 

and record the sums. 



* Research 

f Funding 
Fiscal Year Project Title Local State Federal Total 



FY 1979 


s 7 

1 


X 


- 






t 




Total 










FY 1980 


> 

* 

% 

* 






/ 


> 




Total 










FY 1981 


* 

* 
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• 




i 


> 

/ 




Total 











Exemplary and Innovative Programs 

■Funding 



Fiscal Year 


Project Title 




Local 


State 


Federal 


Total 


FY 1979 

■ 


« 
• 

• 


- 






« 








Total 










FY 1980 




/ 




- 




- 














> 


* 


» 
















Total 










FY 1981 




* 










> 


> 


m, 

«. 


» A 


• 


• 




> 


* 


^Total 











Curriculum Development 



Funding 



Fiscal Year 


Project Title 




Local 


State 


Federal 


Total 


FY 1979 
















N 


* 












i 




• 

- 




* 








> 










y 


> 


Total 










FY' 1980 




• 












> 












« 


















































** 
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Total 
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• ■ 
FY 1981 
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* 








> 






























♦ 
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Total 
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Fiscal Year 



Vocational Guidance and Counseling 



Project Title 



Funding 

Local State Federal Total 



^ FY 1979 



Total 




FY 1981 



/ 



\ 



Total 



Total 
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Fiscal Year 



Vocational Education Personnel Training 

Project Title 



Funding , 

'Local State Federal Total 



FY 1979 




FY 1981 



Total 



Total 



Total 
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(217) 333-0807 



Appendix B 



Dear RCU Director; ' . 



A October 15^, 1980 



A major thrust in vocational education has been to provide special needs 
learners with appropriate .instruction and support services Public JLaw 
94-482 (The Education Amendments of 1976 - Title II: Vocational Educa- 
tion, Part A) has provided federal seVaside Yunds specifically for the 
vocational education of special-needs learners (10% handicapped 20% dis- 
advantaged). Subpart 3 (Program Improvement and Support .Services) 
lists, defines, and describes the are^, ,in which set-aside funds 'may be 
used for, program improvement prdPcts and activities. These areas 
include: • . 

° Research (Section 131) 

°^Exemplary and Innovative Programs (Section 132) 

0 curriculum Development (Section 133) 

° Vocational Guidance and Counseling (Section 134) 

0 Vocational Education Personnel Training (Sectiop 135) 

the Leadership Training Institute/Vocational "and Special Education staff 
•at the University of Illinois,, is currently conducting a policy study to 
determine the extent to which the states have' and are presently using 
their 19% handicapped and 20% disadvantaged, set-aside funds to support 
program improvement projects , and activities that impact upon special 
needs learners in vocational . education In addition, a compendium of 
selected project abstracts will be developed. This study will describeahe 
various program improvement .thrusts that states" have initiated reqardThq 
special needs learners. 

Enclosed are five Subpart 3, program improvement and support services 
project surv-ey^^Please complete each of the surveys by listinq all- 
projects within the five areas , that are currently or have been" 
funded with -the set-asides for special needs learners on the appropriate 
surveys. JTr all the Subpart 3, program improvement areas are not under 
your supervision (e.g., research but not exemplary programs)', please 
assist us by collecting and reporting that informatidn from the appropriate 
section.- Also, write y*ur name, address, and telephone number on the' 
cover sheet. You may want to refer to the' example and instructions in 
completing the surveys. 

f 5^ 
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.In addition, please includfe abstra ct for each project .listed on the sur- 
veys. This will gi\^ us a t more' detailed description of the projects' 
goa^ls, major objectives; target audiences, products, and v other pertinent 
information. -After reviey^mg* t\p abstracts received', we wiM again contact 
you 'regarding permission'^ include specific abstracts in the final report.. 



We would appreciate it if you would return ' the 4o m P'£ted cover sheet, 
five project lists, f and abstracts" try November 15, y^$kj If you' have any 
questions* please 'don't h^itate to contact us at (217^333-2325. • Through 
this study and your cooperation we&hope- to -identify and share the broad 
range of unique '.projects being initiated within\he states to improve and { 

^expand vocational educatioh for special need^fctfteoers. Your* assistance 

» in this effort is greatly appreciated! . 



'Sjncerely, 



James P. Creenan, Ph.D. ' • 
Research ^Qd^ Development Coordinator 
Leadership' Training Institute/ 
Vocational and Special Education 

3k 
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College of Education 
DEPARTMENT OF VOCATIONAL 
AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION 



345 fducalton Building < 
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(217) 333 0807 



Appendix C 



November 21 , 1980 



Dear RCU Director: 



Five weeks ago you rifeeived a request from us to complete five Subpart 3 
program improvement and support services, project surveys. To be listed 
were all projec ts within the five areas ( see -surveys)* that are currently or 
have been funded in your state with the set-asides (10% handicapped anc^ <> 
20% disadvantaged) for special needs learners on the appropriate surveys. 
Also to be included was an abstract for, each project listed' on the 
surrfeys. ~ 

We have enclosed "copies of* the materials that were previously matled to 
you. It would be appreciated if you would complete the Surveys and 
return them to us by December 21, 1980. If you have any questions, 
don't hesitate to contact us at (217)333-2325. Your cooperation* and 
assistance in this effort is*greatly appreciated! Thank you. % 

Sincerely, • 



James Creenan, Ph.D. 
Research and Development Coordinator, 
Leadership Trainlrfcj Institute/ 
Vocational and Special Education 

V 



• Appendix D 
Program Improvement Project Abstracts 



' RESEARCH 

• v. 

STATE: Arkansas . *t 

SPONSORING AGENCY: , Port Smith Pablic Schools 

4 /CONTACT PERSON : Mrs. Betty Morris * ' 

ADDRESS: v Fort Smfth Public Schools 
" Fort Smith, Arkansas 



FISCAL YEAP: /980 
TOTAL^FUNDS \J $39, 740 



PROJECT TITLE: 



Career Awareness and Job Placement for Eatejy School Leavers 
and Adults in Fort Smith, Arkansas 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 



The major goals of this program are: (1) to develop 
a schoohcomm&nity plan of action for coordinating 
meaningful educational and occupational . experiences 
for potential and actual early school leaders, and 
(2) to ^explore strategies and alternative solu- 
tions for 'providing career guidance and job place- 
ment services to identified target groups. 



FISCAL YEAR: 



1980 



STATE: Arkansas - 

SPONSORINC^ACENCY: University of Central TOTAL FUNDS:$32,074 

AKkansas 

CONTACT PERSONS Dr. Joseph Arn , ' 

ADDRESS: University of Central Arkansas 

Conway* Arkansas 72032 t • 

i r ■* 

^PROJECT TITLEr Coordinated Careen Education Curriculum Project 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION : The major goal of this project'is to develop a'well- 

■jN^nned Coordinated Career Education (cooperative 
education for handicapped and/or disadvantaged 
students) curriculum guicie which will enable the 
Coordinated career education teachers to provide the 
kind of learning , experiences* and opportunities for 
their students to achieve their educational objec- 
tives? more effectively and efficiently. 
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SPATE: Colorado' ' . FISCAL YEAR: 1980 

SPONSORING AGENCY": Not available ' TOTAL FUNDS: Not available 

CONTACT PERSON: Not available 
ADDRESS: Not Available 

PROJECT- TITLE: Assessing the Impact of Vocational Education Programs on 

Disadvantaged and Handicapped Students 

► 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION; The major goals of this project are to assess the fol- 
lowing: (1) numbers of handicapped, and disadvan- 
taged in Colorado, (2) identification of vocational 
X needs, (3) the existence of current programs, (4* 

. the adequacy of existing programs,' (5) mainstream- 

ing impact upon regular vocational programs, (6) 
, training needs of vocational teachers, (7) career 

education/guidance 'needs, and (8) future directions 
of vocational ^programming. * 

STATE: Florida FISCAL YEAR: 1980,. 

1 SPONSORING ACENCY: University of Florida t TOTAL FUNDS: $15,000 * 

CONTACT PERSON: Dr. Stuart Schwartz •■ • / ■ * 

ADDRESS: University of Florida 

Gainesville, Florida 3261 1 

PROJECT TITLE: A Study/ to Explore Vocational Training! Programs and Subse- 
quent Success of Handicapped Individuals in Rur^l Areas 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Available re*arch literature provides little* insight 

related «to the vocational preparation and success 
^ - -of handicapped persons in rural areas. Observa-* 

tions and pilat studies conducted by the writers 
of this proposal in rural districts in the State of 
% .Florida indicate that . few handicapped individuals 

can be considered vocationally $ucc,es*sfu) . Given 
the current state of 'affairs, this project will be 
conducted to achieve the following objectives:* (1) to 
develop and meet with a statewide advisory committee 
for this* project, (2) to review the literature to'de-^ 
• t termine' the . national state-of-the-art* of vocational 

1 preparation programs for handicapped students and 
compare national models to those identified in Florida, 
; and (3) to review the If^rature to determine the 
v , ♦ Y i national state-of-the-art of vocational adult adjust- 

ment of handicapped and non-handicappecf persons, 
particularly as it relates to rural settings. 

* * 62 , * , 




STATE: Pennsylvania - FISCAL YEAR: 1979 

SPONSORING AT5ENCY: Central Susquehanna . TOTAL FUNDS: $10,893 

Intermediate Unit ' • • 

' i • > 

CONTACT PERSON: Dr. Patrick F. Toole s. , 

ADDRESS: P.O. Box 213 . ' . 

Lewisburg„ Pennsylvania A7837 

\ * f 

PROJECT TITLE: Vocational Education' Needs of Handicapped .Youth Project 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: This project, wfaich is concerned with the identifi- 
cation of vocational preparation programming factors 
that may affect the performance and successfuT out- 
comes of handicapped students A has the following 
objectives: (1) to determine the current state-of- 
the-art relative " to vocational- education programs 
J , offered to handicapped students by vocational educa- 

tion schools, home schools, and various local commun- 
ity programs through the development and administra- 
tion of ar> inventory, (2) to identify and develop 
evaluation criteria to be employed in the research 
! project, (3) to devel6p research methodology, (4) 
* .to expand the* information base' on program options, 
and (5) to establish an -advisory committee. 
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EXEMPLARY AND INNOVATIVE PROGRAMS 



.STATE: Arizona' FISCAL YEAR: 1981 

SPONSORING AGENCY: Mohare County School TOTAL FUNDS: $92,255 
J ' , District . V' 

CONTACT PERSON: David Watson 



ADDRESS: 515 West Beale 

Kingman, Arizona 86401 • * * 

PROJECT^TITLE: Seeking Alternative Vocational Education 

PRPJECT DESCRIPTION: This i^ogr^m is designed to provide a thorough voca- 

.tiona™ education training and support progran for 
young people who may or who have already drppped 
, * out of the regular school system prior to graduation. 

The major goals of the program will be:. (1) to in- 
♦ crease the chance for success of PQi(l|J' a J dropouts 

^ by keeping them in school through providing appro-* 

priate vocational education programming , and (2) for 
dropoute to enhance their chances for successful 
*, employment by training and/or job placement.* 



FISCAL YEAR: 1981 



TOTAL FUNDS: $10,000 



STATE: Florida 

SPONSORING AGENCY: Florida State University 

CONTACT PERSON: Dr. Hollie R . Thomas * 

ADDRESS: Florida State University 
Tallahassee, Florida 32306 

w 

PROJECT TITLE: A Study to Identify the Unique Criteria and Standards 
' • Needed for the Development of Successful Bilingual Voca- 

. • tional Education Programs ■ 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



The proposed research intends to identify the unique 
criteria and standards needed for the development of 
successful bilingual vocational Education programs. 
The major objectives are: (1) to iden^fy the unique 
staff requirements for * working with students of 
I imi ted- Engl ish speaking ability; (2) to ^identify the 
'unique facilities, equipment, and* materials needed 
for the, instruction of such* students; (3) to identify 
the uViique 'curriculum components that are needed; 
and (4) to identify cultural and philosophical differ- 
ences that exist between the students, teachers, and 
the dominant population. J 
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FISCAL' YEAR: 1981 • . 
TOTAL FUNDS: $41 ,689 



STATE: Florida 

SPONSORING AGENCY:' Florida International 

University 

CONTACT PERSON: Debbie Herman Seigel 

ADDRESS: Florida International University 
Tamiami Trail 
Miami, Florida 331 99 • 

PROJECT TITLE: Handicapped User Interface for Florida VIEW 

PROJECT $>ESCRIPTfON: The project will augment Florida's VIEW Career 

Information for relevance to physically handicapped 
users. The major objectives are: (1) to collect 
physical capacities information, usjng the Job Related 
Physical Capacities (JRPC) job anaTysis method, on 
^ at least 40 occupations on FLORIDA VIEW, (2) to' pro- 

duce this- data in appropriate format to be included 
directly on VIEW microfiche, and (3) to refine the 
JRPC user's manual for use with F,LORIDA - VIEW. 



Nampa School District 



STATE: .Idaho 

^SPONSORING AGENCY; 

CONTACT PERSON: Marjorie Wesche 

ADDRESS: Nampa Senior High School- 
* Nampa, Idaho 83651 4 

PROJECT TITLE; Nutrition for Disadvantaoed 



FISCAL YEAR: 1980 
TOTAL FUNDS: $10,000 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



The .major, goals of this project are: (1) to, improve 
^the nutrition *of high school economically - disadvan- 
taged students thrQugh study and teaching eJemen- 
tary. pupils, (2) to improve the nutrition of the K-5 
pupijs in Centennial Elementary SchooJ through class- 
room unit teaching, and (3) to acquaint high school 
students with 'nutritional job opportunities. 
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5TATE Illinois 



FISCAL YEAR: 1980 



SPONSORING AGENCY: Joliet Township District #204 TOTAL FU'NDS: $69,118 



CONTACT PERSON 



ADDRESS: 



201 E. 
Joliet, 



PROJECT TITLE: 



m Boldrey 



Jefferson Street 
Illinois 60432 

Diffusion Center for Exemplary 
Programs for Handicap^fiL . and 



Occupational 
Disadvantaged 



Education- 
Students 



PRQJECT DESCRIPTION: 



The major go^Is of this project are: ( 1 ) to serve 
'as a diffusion center for exemplary occupational 
education activities that serve the vocational edu- 
cation needs of handicapped and disadvantaged 
students at the secondary level; (2 ) to actively 
participate in % the coordination and diffusion of 
exemplary occupatfonal education activities oper- 
ating in Joliet and in the otfjer specified site£ . by 
working closely with all sites in the network and 
the Illinois State University center; (3) to provide 
technical assistance on a one-to-one basis to selected 
school districts who are interested in adapting/adopt- 
ing one or more of the .programs, services and/or 
materials that relate to occupational education for 
handicapped and disadvantaged students; and^fs) to 
strengthen existing programs, services, and staff 
competencies in relationship to occupational education 
for all handicapped and disadvantaged student9 in 
District 204*. 



STATE: Kentucky 



FISCAL YEAR: 1981 



SPONSORJNC AGENCY: Western Kentucky University TOTAL R&NDS: $39 ,34$ 

' 4 

CONTACT PERSON: Dr. Norma Jean Schira 

ADDRESS: Western Kentucky University 

Bowling Green, Kentucky 42101 * 

PROJECT TITLE: - Assessment of Occupational^ Opportunities in Health Occupa- 
tions for Handicapped 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major goals of this'project are: (1) to assess 

and identify' the *ypes of occupational programs in 
health occupations available to handicapped students, 
(2) to prepare a catalog of opportunities according to 
handicap ^classifications with suggestions about modifi- 
cations, [}) to prepare anct packaoe for field testing 

v • • 
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instructional materials for special < needs students, and 
4.H) to provide inservice to health occupations teachers 
in the strategies used with special needs students. 



4 STATE: Massachusetts 

SPONSORING AGENCY: Ecumenical Social Action 

Committee « v 

CONTACT 'PERSON: Not available 



FISCAL YEAR: 1981 
TOTAL FUNDS: $70,002 



ADDRESS: Not available 



PROJECT TITLE: Pre-VocationaLProgram For High Risk Adolescents 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



The major goals of this project are: (1) to coupl$ 
traditional school involvement with vocational explora- 
tion through activities such as individual and group 
counseling, field trips,, internships, family outreach 
counseling, and other sup^fertive services; (2) to pro- 
vide meaningful age-appropriate center exploration/ 
work opportunities; and (3) to expose clients to non- 
traditional career options. 



\^STATE: J^rmesota 

SPONSORING AGENCY: R&d Wing AVTI 

CONTACT PERSON: Pat *Enz 

ADDRESS: Ra^Win'g AVTI 

Red Wing, Minnesota 55066 

PROJECT TITLE: PLATO - (Phase III) 



FISCAL YEAR: 1980 
TOTAJ. FUNDS:' $24,864 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



The major goals of this project are: (1) to provide 
students with a variety of skills to comprehend- con- 
cepts, ( 2 ) to provide c&mplex/^ interaction opportuni- 
ties through dialogue mode cyr PLATO, (3) to provide 
new experiences in a variety tafjrfubjects related" to the 
student program, arffcl (4)- to individually assist stu-" 
dents in developing skills necessary to obtain success'' 
in&their program area. 
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S.TATE: New Jersey % FISCAL YFAR: 1980 

SPONSORING AGENCY: Middlesex County TOTAL FUNDS: $5,875 

Vocational-- Technical 
High School 

CONTACT PERSON: Brian Laughlin 

ADDRESS: B^rr D. Coe Vo-Tec 

1 12 Rues Lane ■ « 

East Brunswick, New Jersey 0881 6 
f 9 

PROJECT TITLE: Optimizing Vocational Development in the Handicapoed (A. 

* Systems .Approach to Community and Family Involvement) , 

0 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Using the theory that interaction between community^ 

family, and school is crucial to an individual's even- 
tual success in the competitive job market, this 
project sought to bring together all three interre- 
IqtGd social systems for the purpose of developing 
realistic vocational plans far participating handicapped 
staftfents/ « # 

STATE: New Mexico FISCAL YEAR: 1981 

SPONSORING AGENCY: Career Services for "TOTAL FUNDS: Not Available 

the Handicapped > ^ 

* ' • ■ 

■ CONTACT PERSON: Chris Jsengard . - 

-ADDRESS: 620 Roma, N Suite B , 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87103 . 

PROJECT TITLE: Vocational ^upport for the Severely Handicapped 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The objectives of this, project are: (1) to provide' 

supportive services nec^sary to allow ^severely, 
physically, and setTsory 4 3anc| icapped students to 

* attend established/ vocational programs; and "(2) to 
provide supportivfe services to 'severely physically, 

* and sensory handicapped persons during periods of 

on-the-job training^fiid job orientation. 
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STATE: New York 



FISCAL YEAR: 1979 



SPONSORING AGENCY: Kennedy High School V TOTAL FUNDS: $231,365 
CONTACT PERSON: Not available 1 . — 

ADDRESS: -Bronx-, Ng^ ^rk ^ \ G 

PROJECT TITLE: Occupational Ed^ation for [disadvantaged Secondary Students 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



Kennedy High School offers an unusual alternative in 
the Voluntary/ Work Experience Program by blending 
academic and work experiences. It focuses on in- 
depth exploration and decision making, skills acquisi- 
tion, and basic learning through full-time, individu- 
alized and realistic site .experiences. Three hundred 
disadvantaged students in grades 10-12 are served in 
photography, arts, and graphics based upon predeter- 
mined selection criteria. - 



STATE: Texas 



SPONSORING AGENCY: Region XX - ESC 
CONTACT PERSON/ Dwain M. Ester 



FISCAL YEAR: 1981 
TOTAL FUNDS: $50,000 



ADDRESS: 1 550 N % E. Loo'p 410 

San Antonio, Tdxas 78209 

PROJECT T.ITLE: Vocational Assessment for the Handicapped 



X 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The objectives of this project are: (1) to develop a 

training program for LEA personnel in the administra- 
tion and interpretation of selected vocational evalua- 
> tion instruments; (2) to evaluate 50 handicapped stu- 
dents and in so doing refine the process of evalu-* 
ation procedures, forms, selection of tests, rj j gt prts , 
and others; (3) to provide technical assistance ^^pro- 
gramming for the handicapped; and (4) to gather data 
through, research on the use ,of dexterity tests in 
* differentiating mentally retarded, learning disables!, 
and normal high school students. 




» 



CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT 



STATE: Arizona 



SPONSORING AGENQY: MCCCD (Rio Salada) 
CONTACT PERSON: Dr. Martha M&rtin 



FISCAL YE A,R: 1981 
TOTAL FUNDS: $29,604 



ADDRESS: 102 North 40th Street 

Phoenix, Arizona 85034 , 

PROJECT TITLE: One Step Further: Guadalupe 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 



This program will provide students with remedial 
basic 'education 1 and occupational skills necessary to 
maintain^a small business. Its goals are: (1) t(f 
develop the skills necessary to make students inde- 
pendent entrepreneurs, (2) to enable then to govern 
their own guild; and (3) to prepare them to succeed 
in community college or other formal occupational pro- 
grams. 



STATE: Illinois 

SPONSORING AGENCY: Southern Illinois 

University 



FISCAL YEAR: 1981 
TOTAL FUNDS: $29,931 



CONTACT PERSON: Mr. E. 



lis Merritt 



ADDRESS^ School of Technical Careers 
Southern Illinois University 
Carbondale, Illinois 62901 

PROJECT* TITLE: Development of Multi-Cultural Competency-Based Vocational/ 
, Technical Curricula 



PROJECT' DESCRIPTION 



ERIC 



The major goals of this project are: (1) to reduce 
.linguistic " and cultural barriers to Jearning among 
limited English ^speaking adults (LESAs) involved 
in vocational/ technical y training programs in eighjt 
occupational areas $nd (2) to improve vocational 
instruction through • the -development of bilingual 
( Pocho speaking and La6tian "speakirtg LESAs, but 
with generic ' applications to other vocational/ tech- 
nical training needs involving Spanish speaking and 
other Indochinese speaking LESA groups) competency- 
based currfcula in modules which will be used in eight 
high demand occuf^ational areas (automobile body 
repair , automobile mechanic, building maintenance 
mechanic, combination welder, fiberglass technical, 
food service, machine trades, and secretarial/clerical). 
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STATE: Massachusetts ' - FISCAL YEAR: 1981 \ 

SPONSORING AGENCY : Fall River Public/ TOTAL FUNDS: $34,734 

Schools 

CONTACT PERSON: Not available V * * 

ADDRESS: Fall River Public Schools ' s 
Fall River, ^Massachusetts 

PROJECT TITLE: Appliance Repair 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: This profect has as* its major goal to provide addi- *• 

tional staffing for the appliance repair program ' 
N including two aides, one for 15 handicapped, students 

and one for 30 limited English-proficiency students. 



STATE: Minnesota. . FISCAL YEAR: 1 980 * * 

- * 

SPONSORING AGENCY: Duluth AVTI , TOTAL FUNDS: $2,459 

CONTACT PERSON: Clifford Wiklund 

ADDRESS: #709 Duluth AVTI *r , 

Lake Avenue and 2nd Street 
„ Dulifth, Minnesota 55802 

PROJECT TITLE: Chemical Dependency Curriculum Workshops for the AVTI's 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



The major goals of this project are: (1) to satisfy the 
needs of the AVT Is for program implementation and 
staff training, (2) ' to increase* their use of the ser- 
vices available, (3) to assist students >/ho are exper- 
iencing problems in schools related to chemical depen*- 
dency u'se^abuse, an v d (4) to introduce new and inno- 
vative curricula developed by~the American Business 
Men's Research Foundation and the California Council 
on Alcohol Problems. 
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STATE: New Jersey 



f ISCAL -YEAR: 1980 



SPONSORING^ AGENCY: Burlington County 

College 

CONTACT PERSON: D. Brian Lewis 

ADDRESS: Social Sciences Division . * 
Pemberton - Browns Mills Road 
1 < Pemberton, New Jersey 08068 



TOTAL FUNDS: $31,159 



PROJECT TITLE^TOraprotfessictaal Training in^ Special Education 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The objectives of this project include: (1) to further 

develop; field-test, and disseminate a model ^cur- 
riculum; and (2) to provide preservice and inservice 
training to paraprofessionals in special education.* 
The overall curriculum design, supportive materials 
for the firsUgvtyo courses, and the blueprint for a 
\ m portable professional library* were" developed in a 

4* project funded in* fiscal yea-r 1 978. , In fiscal year 

1979, the project addressed itself .to developing the 
remaining supportive materials for the third and" 
fourth courses and field testinq all materials. 



STATE: New Mexico 



FISCAL YEAR: 1981 



SPONSORING AGENCY: Northern New Mexico 
< Community College' 



TOTAL FUNDS: Not available 



CONTACT PERSON: Connie A..Valdez 



ADDRESS: Northern "New. Mexico Community . Col lege 
Espanola, New Mexico 4 

PROJECT^ TITLE: Meeting Curriculum Needs of <Re Disadvantaged Students 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



The objectives of this project are: (1) to provfde 
curriculum which is tailored to tl^e needs and abili- 
ties of the disadvantaged student with, emphasis on 
basic skills, (2) to provide students with materials 
and instruction which will promote conceptual develop- 
ment and srkill awareness, (3) to assist students in thh 
dey^lopment of competencies~which will help them com-, 
pete successfully in the labor market, and (4) to pro- 
mote student success in vocational programs and thus* 
decrease dropout rates. 



ST^ATE: Pennsylvania ,* . 

SPONSORING AGENCY: School District of 

The City of Erie 



CONTACT, PERSON : Henry Pilker 



FISC-AL YEAR: 1979 



TOTAL FUNDS: 



ADDRESS: 
> -* 



School District of the City of Erie 
Erie, a Pennsylvania 16501 ^ 



PROJECT TITLE: An Adaptive 
Students 



Vocational 



£23,980 ■ 

I.: 

9 

for" .Trainable PetaYded 



•PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



Program 

7 ; 

: THe objectives of this project which are designed to 
research .the educational value Of placing trainable 
retarded ^students in regular voca^onal shop's, include: 
(1) to .fOrmiVlat^l EPs baseci on paf^entaj, professional, 
and student attitudes toward -the area that could best 
benefit the student; (2) to place . students in various 
vocational st#)ps th^t will benefit th$# in everyday 
self-help skiHs; and (3) acquaint the. TMRs, regular* 
•students, \ n'd , regular teachers with^qpch other's 
characteristics . ) / * * 



* VOCATIONAL GUIDANCE AND COUNSELING 

STAT.E: -Arizona-, ' ' TfSCAL YEAR: 1981 



+/5CAL 

ioi rvi 



SPONSORING AG&NCY: Nogales Unified- School /TOTAL FljNDS: $42,012 

District #1 < - » 

CONTACT PERSON: Dr. James Lehmarr • , » 

ADDRESS: H02 Martinez. Street * * * 

tyog^les, Arizona 85621 _ ; 

PR&JECT TJTLE: Special Needs:- Limited' English '< 

P^6J£CT DESCRIPTION: The major goals, of this .program are: (1) to help stu- 

3ents wKcT^have been identified as* dropouts or pofen- 
tiaJ dropouts to< increase their ^ knowledge in basic 
. . communication skills, basic Tngthernatics , and read- 

ing skills; and (2) to, provide vocational guidance ai^f 
counsel irfg services which will help th^n in th^^ 
] academic and vocational pursuits after graduation. 
, m ' : * * * 

STATE: Massachusetts ' FISCAL YEAR:- 1981 

SPONSORING AGENCY? New Bedford -Public TOTAL FUNDS: $134,^58 

Schools 4 . • ' ' 

CONTACT PERSON: Not available / , ' . 

ADDRESS:* New Bedford Public Schools j , 

• N New Bedford, Massachusetts * 

PROJE'C^P TITLE: Career Orientation 1 and Traihing / K 

" * * * 
PROJECT . DESCRIPTION : This alternative occupational project has the following 

goals: (1). .to deter students from dropping out^of 
high schooj;** (2) "to significantly increase their loppor- 
: , ^unities, /or employment; and (3) to provide hands-on 

s * training in -the .areas o{ communications, construction, 

- • health .services, manufacturing, and office occupa- 

tions^ ' • 



STATE:' Oregon F%C AL' YEAR : 1980 

SPONSORING AGENCY: - * David Douglas . TOTAL FUNDS: $38, 7«* 

v ; High School ' ' & ' 

CONTACT PERSON :. Mr. Stan Gaumer % ' 

* • , ' '•'••*. 

ADDRESS r'David Douglas -School District • . 

1500. S.E. 130th Avenue . 

Portland, 'Oregon 97233 

PROJECT TITLE: Career Center for Vocational Guidances 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The purpose of this project is to ^provide and coor- 
* • 'dinMe- studeht opportunities to explore, identify, and 

- '\ f accumulate information that wijl pertain to, individual 
*\ " skills ^and cafeer goals. % lts major cioals are: (1) to 

provide career guidance services to disadvantaged 
' - * and handicapped students; (2) to coordinate voca- 

/ T tional guidance, work' experience, and' disadvan- 

% ' tag^d and handicapped services; -(3) to reduce 

sex-roJe stereotyping; and (4) to create staff aware- 

- - ' ~ ness trf career rentern^aterT^ft"aTrcr^ric"fions. 

- • *» 

/ 

STATE: New Jersey * \ FISCAL YEAR: 1986 4 . 

SPONSORING AGENCY: Salem County Board TOT^L • FU N DS, : $18,500 

for Vocational Education^ 



CONTACT PERSON: Charl&> Lutz , ■ . ' 

ADDRESS : Road #2, Box 350 ■ ' ' 

Woodstown, New' Jersey 08098 *\ * 

PROJECT TrTllE: Vocational Courses for Hand'icapped Adults " # tl 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The primary goal of this project was to train haodi- 

» m capped and disadvantaged adults,', other* than those 
r - in need^of sheltered, works-hop facilities, to fill* £emir- 

* '""skilled positions, particularly in the service fields*.. 
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VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PERSONNEL TRAINING 



FISCAL YEAR:- 1981 



T0T4L FUNDS: $1 05/738 



STATE: Arizona 

SPONSOf^NICSACENCY: Mesa 'Community 
( Coljgge 

CONTACT PERSON: Marilyn Seymann 

ADDRES.S : 1033 West Southern Avenue . , 
Mesa, 'Arizona 85202 4 

PROJECT TITLE: Project to Adults Acquire Special Education— RHASE 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: To ^assure maximum vocational education .training for 
" an increasing number of students with special n.eeds, 

. , ' MCC proposes to develop and implement an afternoon 
college for, these individuals. The major goals of this 
-program are: (1) to ^combine an on-site v\ork experi- 
ence ' in 'the mornings 'irt. a jab-related setting -along' 
■ , with .an afternoon program of vocational studies, apd * 
i . (2) to operate thi$ prograrmin coordination with appro- 

priate support serviced t^o provide an uninterrupted 
corttinu&m from school to employment. 



STATE: Arkansas 



r 



SPONSORING AGENCY: U^iiv^epsrty of Arkansas 

, -at Pine Bluff 



F<SCAL YEAR: 1980 

TOTAL FUNDS: Not available 



QONTACT PER^O-N: Dr. James E. Jennings 



ADDRESS: University of Arkansas pt Pine Bfuff , 

Pine Bluff, Arkansas ' * " - ■ 

PROJECT TITLE: Develop add Field Test Modules for the Traintag of 

' ' Teachers of Special Needs Sti^dents in Regular Vocational 

Education Programs * * - , 

** * * 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The. purpose of this project is to prepare vocational 

■ teachers and potential teachers to effectively teach 
' • students with special needs.. More -specifically, the 
project will faqlitale the mainstreaming m of students 
y/ith special needs into the regular vocational pro-. 
\ , A - grarrls through the following means: (1) to restruc-\ 

• ture selected "teacher preparation courses in voca- 

v . - tional areas to provide skills in working with special^ 

needs' students, *(2) to develop appropriate individu- 
alized learning opportunities for prospective teashfers 



of special needs studea^, (3) to provide inservice 
training of universityfaculty who will teach compe- 
tency-based modules^ in selected courses, (4) to 
evaluate graduates *Mhe preservice program/and 
(5) ^to provide ^training for selected teachers of 
speofel needs Students. % 



STATE: Connecticut 



SPONSORING ACENCYx Bureau of Pupil Personn 

Hartford, Connecticut 

CONTACT PERSON^ Stephen Feldman 

ADDRESS: Special Education Department 

Southern Connecticut Sjtate' College 
. Ne.w Haven, Connecticut 

PROJECT TITLE: Special ' Study Institute- 



FISCAL YEAR: 1981 
TOTAL FUNDS: $20,434 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



The major goals of this project are: (1) to train 
.40 special educators, regular educators, and school 
counseling personnel- to jointly identify: (a) specific 
learning characteristics and training capabilities of 
handicapped adolescent^ (b) existing legal and fiscal 
support mechanisms and options for vocational educa- 
tion, career education, and counseling; and .(c)" in- 
service training priorities for career, occupational, 
and vocational educators; and (2) to. train 30 regular 
teachers, special, educators, ac^pinistrators, vocational 
counselors, social workers, and guidance coQnselors 
in the concepts .of career and vocational education for 
the handicapped. 



STATE: Idaho > 



FISCAL YEAR: 1980 



Skills Devefopmen^ Workshop for i 



national 



.SPONSORING ACENCY : Uhivprsity of Idaho TOTAL FUNDS: $'4,197 

CONTACT PERSON: Dr. ^Jack Kaufman 

ADDRESS: University of Icfaho * 

Moscow, Idaho 83§43 { 

PROJECT TITLE: Communication 
Special Ne^ds 

* • / 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major goals of this project are: (1) to develop 
\k a course to.be offered to vocational* special needs 

• teachers "throughout JJhe state, and (2) to develop 
f through • this process a core of" qualified affiliate 
faculty whq> will offer the cour« in various locations 
throughout th§ state. 
O w 77 . ■ 



^TATE: Illinois ^ 

SPONSORING AGENCY: University of INinois 

at Urbana-Champaign 

CONTACT PERSON: Dr. L.. Alien Phelps 

'ADDRESS: 345 Education* Building 
Urbana\ Illinois 61801 



FISCAL YEAR: 1981 
*TOTAL FUNDS: $75,000 



JROJE 



ROJECT Ti-TLEr Development of a Programmatic Emphasis and Extern Program 
1 for Vocational. Special Needs Education 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



The major goals of^this project are: (1) to organize 
and implement a university-based developmental model 
of programmatic empjh^sis on vocational special needs 
education; (2) -to organize and implement a model for 
preparing special needs externs to provide inservice 
and technica,l 9 assist?nce services to LEA's; and (3) to % 
facilitate linkages between vocational education - 
special education, and N^ocational rehabilitation at 
the university, state education agency,- and local- 
levels. \ ... — 



STATE: Kentucky 



SPONSORING AGENCY: -Western Kentucky 

University * 

r 

CONTACT PERSON: Susan Adams 



FISCAL YEAR: 1980 
TOTAL FUNDS: $8,158 



DDRESS: CCVTE 
Western 

Bowling Green, 



•Western Kentuck^Jniversity $> 
IWhtucky 4210T • 



PROJECT TITLE: Resources and Assistance for r Vocational Educators 
.dents with Limited English-Speaking Ability (LESA) 



of Stu- 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
1 



The major goals of *this projec^ are: (1) to a continue 
assistance * in equitable and appropriate * program 
modifications to Kentucky vocational education pro- 
grams, serving LESA populations; (2) to continue* pro- 
vision^ resources, information, and technical advise- 
ment to vocational educators serving LESA students; 
(3) to inform Kentucky vocational educators regarding 
federal .mandates regulating rearditment and services 
for LESA # students and encourage appropriate response; 
and (4) to monitor the number and type of .Kentucky 
vocational programs serving LESA students. 
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FISCAL YEAR: 1981 
TOTAL FUNDS: $70,200 



STATE: Massachusetts 

SPONSORING AGENCY: Westfield State College 
CONTACT PERSON: Not available 
ADDRESS: Not available 

* _ 

PROJECT tlTLE: Recruitment and Training of Minority Vocational Instructors 
(Phase !!) 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION : This program will expand the existing, project to 
j train and recruit minority vocational instructors 

in wesrern Massachusetts. Its major goals 
(1) to provide counseling and placement services 
foV the current group of 25 trainees and (2) to train 
and place an additional group of 60 black and lin- 
guistic-minority trainees. 



STATE: Minnesota 

SPONSORFnC AGENCY: Duluth AVTI 

CONTACT PERSON: Cliff Wiklund 

ADDRESS: 2101 Trinity Road 

Duluth, Minnesota 55802 



FISCAL YEAR: 1981 
TOTAL FUNDS: $37,609 . 



P'RC\JECT TITj^E-K/The* Provision* of Occupational and Student Program Consultant 
* Services for Chemical Dependency in Minnesota AVTIs 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



This project has as its major goals: (1) to provide 
'the necessary technical assistance and supplemental 
support to the individual AVTIs, (2) *to design and 
implement a , program which supports the AVTIs 1 
efforts , ( 3.) to respond to chemical- related problems 
of students, and (4) to assist -in the development of 
inservice. training programs for the staff. 



.J 
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STATE: Nebraska > FISCAL YEAR: 19£0 

SPONSORING AGENCY : University .*of* Nebraska , TOTAL FUNDS: ,$3/996 " 

Lincoln 

CONTACT PERSON: Dr. 0?ey D. Meers' 

ADDRESS: Center' for Business and Vocational Teacher Education ; ' 
, " \ University of Nebraska, Lincoln <- 

Lincoln, Nebraska * - 

PROJECT. TITLE: Inservice Training for the Instruction of Special^ Vocational 
\ Needs Students , * 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major aoal .of this project^^ to provide an -in- 
service workshop opportunity for educators in the 
< state* of* Nebraska who are involved with instruc- 
». tion of 'special rree,ds youth 1n vocational programs. 



ST/WTE: -New Hampshire - , 1 FISCA L . YE A R : 1981 

SPONSORING AGENCY: University of New " ' TOTAL FUNDS: $22,319 

Hampshire t 

QONTACT PERSON: Stephen Lichtenstein ^ , 

ADDRESS-, University of New htefn^hir% y» ■ ' 11 

PROJECT TITLE: Instructing Educators in Providing ^rvices^fcj^Disadvan- 
taged Learners ' t 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The objectives of -this project are: (1) to develop and 

conduct pres£rvice teachef * preparation courses in 
•vocational education^ for • disadvantaged learners; (2) 

i v ; to develop and, conduct inser*vice training fqr voca- 

tional administrators, 'teacHers , and staff serving dis- 
advantaged learners in a vdtatfopal education setting; 
and (3) to# provide technical assistance 'and .establish 
\ . contact in the field of vocational' education for disad- , 

vantaged learners to LEAs and other outside agep- 
* ' cies (vocational rehabilitation., CET.A , private schoofe t 



a'nd others 



.j^al rehabilitation., Lb f.A , private sGnoor^ t ^ 
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STATE: New Jersey FISCAL YFAR: 1981 

SPONSORING AGENCY: Jersey City State * TOTAL FUNDS: Not available 

College • , 

CONTACT PERSON: George Roller' * 

ADDRESS: 2039. Kennedy boulevard ,\ - % • * 

Jersey City, New Jersey 07305.^ / 

PROJECT TITLE: Working Effectively with Special Needs Students 

PROJ£CT DESCRIPTION: Thi^r^ject's objectives included: (1) to share the 

Q*pertf$e of special educators and vocational educators 
j « throu^a^ conducting two*one-day workshops; (2) to ex- 

% c i^^^ information regarding improvio^ instruction" 

}t to special needs students by 'becoming familiar with 

federal legislation and state regulations regarding 
exceptional pupils in special needs programs; (3) 
to identify learning stales and characteristics of varh 
\ ' . ous hancfccapping conditions; (4) to present examples 

x of model* programs; -and (5) to provide in formation- on m 

teaching vocationally related academics, implement- 
«... ihg individual education programs, and modifying 

behavior. . ^ . • , 



ST ATE: - New Mexico . ' • . . 

* SPONSORING AGENCY: Nev* Mexico State 

. * University . , 

CONTACT PERSON: Dr. Jack T. Cole # 

ADDRESS: Department of Educational Specialties 
Box 3ACT + 
Las Cruces, New Mexico v 8,8003 . 



FISCAL YEAR: .1981 

TOTAL FUNDS:- Not avaifable 



ROJECT TITLE: An Inservice Program for the Preparation of Vocational- 
*■ Technical Educators to Work with Hbncftcapped Students- 

PRQJEQT DESCRIPTION: The objectives of this pFoject include: (T) to , develop 
r ' a handicapped ^ student inservice training curriculum 

. for vocational-technical educators, (2> to o'fferj 1 2 - 15 

' . ' . * 'inservice training workshops, (3) to train participat- 

ing vocational-technical educators in the various handi- 
capping condition*, >to train participating, voca- 
tional-technical educators in various teaching strate- 
- * gies that are effective with handicapped 'students, (5) 



-erJc^ 
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to disseminata traihing materials to all workshop par- 
ticipant§, and (6) to make follow-up contacts with 
workshop .participants . , 



STATEiTd^ J , FISCAL Y£AP: 1981 

SPONSORING' AGENCY: University of Idaho • TOTAL FUNDS: $6,443 ' 

X 

CONTACT PERSON: A. Lee Parks • * 

ADDRESS: University of Idaho 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 

PROJECT TITLE:' A Procedural Manual. Relating to Vocational Special "Needs/ 
Special Education for Idaho 

PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS: This -project- has as its major goal to prepare a pro- 
t cedures manual of secondary special education/needs 

. ' programs* in Idaho. * f 

■ • 

STATE: Illinois; , * FISCAL YEAR: 19*0 • 

SPONSORING AGENCY: IIMnois State University^ TOTAL FUNDS: $99,138 

CONTACT PERSON : Dr. Catherine Batsche/ Bessre Hackett 

ADQRESS: Turner H^lh * • ' / 

Illinois State University. " :? * . .. 

Normal, Illinois 61721 ' > 

PROJECT TITLE: Handicapped and* Disadvantaged NetworM: Coordination and 
% Diffusion Project > 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: ihe* major goals of this project are: (1) to coor- 

• dmate' statewide .diffusion, inservice, and# impact 
activities -related to. the Illinois Network of Exemplary 
Occupational Education** Programs for Handicapped and 
' " • Disadvantaged Students; (2) 'to conduct and coordir, 

; nate workshops at local sites based on the manual 

'Instrgctionafr Development For Special Needs Learn - , 
¥ * ers: An Inservice Resource Guide | (Dr, L. Allen 

Phelps, ."author) ; - (3) to prepare \ the audio- visual 
'- and printed materials necessary to complement dif- 
, .fusion activities, to conduct <a statewide con- 

ference on- handicapped -and disadvantaged students; 
( 5 ) to provide intensive training for the Blooming ton 
Area Vocational Center / High School administratien 
arid staff; and (6^ to work cooperatively with Illinois 
State University staff to develop a plan of action, for 
preservice rel'atjng to special needs - students. 
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STATE: Oregon 

SPONSOR-IN.C AGENCY. -".Southwestern Oregon 

Community College 

CONTACT PERSON: Richard White 



FISCAL YEAR: 1980 
TOTAL FUNDS: $36,449 



ADDRESS: Southwestern Oregon- Community College 
• Coos Bay, Oregon 97420- 

PROJECT TITLE: Emphasis on Sophomores 



PROJECT DESCRfPTION: The major goals of this project are: (1) to assist high*' 

school sophomores^ in clarifying career goals, (2) 
to familiarize interested students with .a community 
college setting, (3) to provide high school counsel- 
ors and students with* more data on which £o .make 
curriculum decisions, (4) to evaluate the project care- 
fully for further refinement and application, (5) to 
introduce participating high schools^fo a new guid- 
ance tool, and (6) to facilitate cooperative working 
relationships among participating high schools. 



STATE: Oregon 



FISCAL YEAR: '1980 



SPONSORING AGENCY: Lane Community College TOTAL FUNDS: $5£,$76 

CONTACT PERSON: John Bernham 

ADDRESS., Lane Community Coljege * H « 
400 E.* 30th'A'venue 
Eugene, Oregon 97405 

PROJECT TITLE: PhysicaHy Disabled Services Project 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



The purpose of this project is to provide improved 
specialized services for 'partially-sighted and blind 
students, students with hearing difficulties, and 
students, with mobility and other disabilities. Its 
major goals are: (1)* to provide specialized coun- 
sel ing for disabled individuals, student advocates, 
and dutreach programs; and (2) to" establish close 
liaison with other community agencies serving dis- 
abled people. 



/ 



STATE: Kentucky 

SPONSORING- AGENCY: Western Kentucky 

University 

CONTACT PERSON: Dr. Dwight Cline 

ADDRESS: Western Kentucky University 

Bowling Green, Kentucky 42101 



FISCAL~Y*EAR: 1981 
TOTAL FUNDS: $34,235 . 



PROJECT TITLE: Diagnostic and Prescriptive Skills Development for Vocational 
Educators / . , 

*** i 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major goals of this project are: (1) to establish 

an advisory committee of special education , special 
vocational education, vocational education, guidance, 
administrative, ajid diagnostic personnel who will 
review the project developed products ana par- 
ticipate in the planning and Implementation of work- 
* shops; (2) to assess lEPs written for handicapped 
students enrolled in vocational programs in regard 
to compliance with P.L. '94-142, and identify spe- 
cific areas in which vocational educators would profit 
fron^ additional training; (3) to provide te&gfl\ing and 
resources to improve the diagnostic and prescriptive 
? t skills of vocational educators of handicapped stLfdents; 
and (4) to develop a catalogue of assessment \ech- 
* niques and an accompanying handbook to help voca- 

tional teachers to identify and diagnose learning abil- 
ities .and disabilities of handicapped students. 



STATE : Massachusetts 

'SPONSORING AGENCY: Shawsheen Valley 

Regional Vocational 
k Technical School 

CONTACT PERSON: Nonmailable 

ADDRESS : Not available 

PROJECT TITLE: Pre- Vocational Assessment 



FISCAL YEAR: 1980 
TOTAL FUNDS : $57,000 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



This project is part of a statewide effort and has as 
its major goals: (1) to develop a reliable p&ocess and 
procedure that enhances the ability of local school 
districts to qualitatively assess special needs students 
if occupational education- is being considered by the 
core evaluation"- team, v dnd {2) to train school district 
personnel in this procedure once ( it has been devel- 
oped. 
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STATE: Minnesota 



FISCAL YEAR: 1981 



SPONSORING AGENCY: Universjty of Minnesota TOTAL FU 



ome, Moss, Jr. \ 





COlfTACT PERSON 



ADDRESS: Department *of Vbqational and Technical Education 

105 Peik Ha!! , 'University of Minnesota * 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55455 % 

PROJECT TITLE: Develop a System to Distribute Federal Funds to Minnesota 
AVTIs for Augmenting the Education of Special Needs 4 
Students 4 

PROJE-cSjolsCRIPTION; The major goals of this project are: (1) to clearly 

^ delineate the domain of the problem as related to the 

t , total state/ federal interface of seaside funds, (2) to 

review related literature vyhich impact the problem, 
(3) to develop guidelines for minimal special "needs 
support services within the AVTIs, (4) to develop 
the process by which AVTIs obtain the funding to 
carry out the minimum special needs support series, 
, (5) to seek input from an ad hoc advisory committee 
and obtain its approval, and (6) to acquire direction 
from the U.S. Department of Educatiop arrd obtain 
its approval . 



STATE: New Jersey 



A 



FISCAL YEAR: 1980 
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SPONSORING AGENCY: Glassboro State College TOTAL FUNDS: $17,080 

CONTACT PERSON: Ted Custilo, Jr. , - 

Coordinator of Research for Career Education ' . 

ADDRESS: Office of Career Education, Bo'ssart 104 
Glassboro State College 

Glassboro, New Jersey 08028 ' 

PROJECT TITLE: Bilingual^Tracislation of Revised . Vocational English and Math 
Instructional Units ^s^_^ 

The major goals 6f this project include: (1) to rj^Fine 
previously developed vocational curriculum materials 
that Remonstrate the applications of language and 
mathematics skills to' specific vocational areas, (2) 
to rescreen materials for * sex-role stereotyping to 
assure* that the revisions (Hti\ not introduce sex bias, 
and (3) .to translate . the material^ into Spanish to 
extend their usefulness to a large gKoup of biliprjual. 
and Spanish speaking students who otherwise would 
not benefit from them. ( 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
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STATE: New York * FISCAL YEAR: 1979 . % 

SPONSORING' AGENCY: Oswego BOCES TOTAL FUNDS: $50,000 

•CONTACT PERSON: Not available . - 

ADDRESS: Mexico /W^ York ' 

PROJECT TITLE: Regional Occupational Education Planning 

\ 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The objectives for this project include: (1) to develop v 

a systematic process for annually gathering enroll- 
* •- ment and follow-up data on students receiving** occu- 9 

pational education at local high schools, (2) to develop^ 
a c systematic process for annually gathering and 
* . / analyzing data of students enrolled , in adult and con- 

tinuing education occupational preparation pfogYatns, 
and (3 ) to develop a more complete analysis of the , 
■> » current and .projectecLjob market in central New York* 

* ' lor' 



detailing openings Tor employment and potential 
training needs*, 



STATE: Texas 0 FISCAL YEAR: 1981 

SPONSORING AGENCY: University of Te*as .TOTAL FUNDS: $60,443 

at Dallas 



CONTACT PERSON : George W. Fair . 

ADDRESS: P.O. Box 688 - * * 
*± Richardson, Teyas 75080 

L • 

PROJECT TITLE: Handicapped Students in Regular Vocational Education: A 
Impact on Class Interaction arid -Instructional Variables 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The purpose of this project is .to gather data perti- 
nent to the instruction of special education studepts 
' in regutar vocational education programs* The pb^ec- 

s - • fc tiveS of the project include: (1) to observe and 

describe the handicapped stucfent-voca tional instructor* 
interaction in regular vocational education programs, 
* (2) to observe and describe the hTandicapped student- 

nonh^andiCapped student interaction in regular vqca- 
> tional education programs,- (3) to describe the devel- 

, - r * opment and implementation, of individualized education 

' « K , plans for handicapped students in regular voc^tion&l 

education programs, (4) to describe instructional 
adaptations and modifications that can be define^ as 
- ^excess costs for funding purposes, and J5}/4o develop 

recommendations .for more effective inst^Jjjction of handi- 
capped students in regular vocational, education pro^f 
grams. • * * 
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